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REQUEST 
R oman Catholicks, .. 


SECTION L 


Their Divine Service in an Unknown Tongue. 
®a. 1, AY not the Seventh Commandment be as caſily re- 
canciled to Adultery, as the Service in the Roman 
Church in an unknown Tongue to 1. Cor. 14. where 
the Apoſtle Five ſeveral Times exprelly prohibits it, and gives ſo 
many pregnant Reaſons for the Inhibition? 

2. If the various Geſtures and Ceremonies prattiſed by the Prieſt 
at Maſs be ſufficient to excite deyotion in the Speftators, may not a 
dumb Prieſt be as uſctul for that effe& ; eſpecially he who babbles 
with a Stentorian Voice, as he who ſpeaks in an unknown Language; 
ſince one who cannot ipeak at all, may be as mimical as he who can 
ſpeak more Languages than'cver Joſeph Scaliger did, or as many as 
were at the Confuſion of Babel? 

* 3. Since it's poſliblethat the Prieſt may be ſo Diabolical, as to be 

praiſing Conjuration in an unknownLanguage inſtead of Devotion 

or may be curling his Con ion in lieu of bleſſing them ; would 

not Reaſon, withoutthe Apoſtolick Authority, perſuade us of the ne- 

_y of underftanding his Language, that we may ſay Amen to what 
clays? | LI2 

4- Since the Prieſt in theſe publick Offices isthe mourh of the Peo- 
plc in offering up their Tribute of Honour and Adoration to wg + 


— 
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D 2) 2 
theCongregation underſtand him not,how can he more juſtific himſel 
than if he did celebrate the Service in a Tongue himſelt aothing 
of, and which neither the onenor the 6ther did underſtand ? 

5. Since it's given as the principal Reaſon of the Roman Service in 
Latin (by the —_—_ that Chriſtians where-ever they traycl 
miy find the ſame' Service and Prieſts officiating int, asat home ; it 
may be demanded, if for the ſake of ſome ftw that travel, the many 
thac ſtay at home ſhould be left deſtirutez and for one man's Conye- 
n'cnce, a Thouſand be expoſed to eternal Perdition; for there will 


not be one toa Thouſand who underſtand Latin in the Chriſtian ' 


World z | 

6.Since inthe Seryicein an unknown Tongue the People are wholly 
lefrto the Ability and Sincerity of their Prieſt, Isnotthe caſc of thar 
People very lamentable > For if the Prieſt wants the former, he may 
through Ignorance turn the moſt Solemn Part of their Service into 
Ridiculeand Nonſenſe, or Blaſphemy : And if he want the later, he 
may uſe a Spell for Prayer , orthe ancient charm of the Yalentinians 
Abracadrabra, tor Ave Maria, nay, inſtead ot Baptizing in the Name 
of the Father, &c. he may do by the Perſon, as a Few, under the Pro- 
fcſſion of a Prieſt, is ſaid to have done by a certaim Man, in this laſt 
Age, who Baptized him in the horrid Name of the Devil; there being 


-nothing noabſurd or wicked, which according to this caſe , may not 


be practiſed. 7 
7. Since Scripture, the Reaſon of the Thing , the Fathers and Pra- 
Ctice of the Church for about Seven Hund rs tozether, arc for 


the Expedience and Neceſſity of having God's: Publick Service in 
Tongue,underſtood by the People,may it not juſtly be enquired with 
what Eff: ontory the Council of Trent hath Anarhematized all choſe 
who believe the neceſlity of having God's SolemnWorthip ina known 
Tongue ; as it Trent , ( becauſe a City of the Alpr)) were transformed 
into Mount Ehal , whence they might curſe that great Doftor of the 
Geniles in the firſt place. 2 008 

8. Is it not evident from 1 Cor. 14. that in St. PauPs Judgment they 
ome co be reckoned Mad-men, who Pray toGod in an Unknown 

Oongue £ +4 

— it not probablethat the Romaniſts have borrowed their Ser- 
Yice in an Unknown Tongue, from ſome Heatheng who, (as Clemens 
Alexandrinss reports ) thought thoſe Prayers moltetieQual, which 


were uttered ina barbarous or from their Neighbours, the 
Cry Cet whom Varro tcſtifics ) that their Pricſts did ſcarcely 
and their own Sacred Riccs. | 


13. Since 


- 


— — 


(3). Wi ae 

10.. Since the Tag Licufgy isfo agreeable to the unduwibred parts 
of the moſt ancient Liturgics ,; ( it being a Form which hath'all thete 

rcels of the Roman Offices that were known and uſed in the firſt 
Three Centuries, but wants all the Innovaſionsand Corruptions of the 
eſent Maſs )May we not truly and pertinently challenge all Chriſten- 
to produce any publick Platform (vr SolemnChurch-Service) ſo 
conſtant tothe pureſt Primitive 2 

11 Since the Famovs Biſhop of Candam hath mcſt cunningly en- 
deayoured a I Cure (by ſoft and ſmooth Words ) asto'many 
Practices in the R« man Church, which ſtand in need of Ampuration, 
yet both in his Expoſition and Exortartion, he ſtill paſſeth » Ser- 
vice in an Unknown 1 ongue Is itnot, becauſe he had no Tongue of 
his own, to anſwer for that PRONg, which isſodire&ly repugnant to 
Scripture and Antiquity, baving diſpaired (it ſeems)to find either But- 
ter or Oyl to cicatriſc or (often the Wound 2 
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SECT. I. 
Their taking away the Cup from the People. 


Vo. .Clnce the Council of Cenftance , Anno 1418. made itan Arii- 

; cle of Faith, That the Laity oughtto receive the Eucha- 
riſt only in One Kind ( non obſtante ) of the Inſtitution of Chriſt, as it 
was then acknowledged , and the conſtant Praftice of the Catholick 
Church ahoye a thouſand years at x may they not Chriſten 
the Laicks Children only in the Name of the Holy Cholhoving out 
the Father and theSon by the way of concomitancy, it being as law 
ful to _—_ as communicate by halves, and no ſeſs certain , that 
ſince the Three Perſons of the Bleſſed Trinity partake of the ſame in- 
dividual Natture, whereone is, all the reſt muſt be; ſuppoſe the Mori- 
liation of the Euchariſt could riot be diſparaged by that Emblem of the 
Effuſton of Chriſt's Blood, which is neceflarily required in the Sacra- 
ment ? 

2, Since the principal Reaſon aſſigned by Gerſon ( for that Caron of 
the Council of Conſtence, which abſtrats the Cup fre m the People ) 
is the danger of ſpilling of the Blood of Chriſt ; may ir nor 

rtinemly be demanded ,' Wherefore may not Laicks in this Age 

aveas ſteddy hands asthe Ages foregoing that Council? Orit Priclts 
are the beſt Supporters of a Chalice, "Why may they not hold the Cu 

to Peoples Heads, as wellas put the Bread into their Mouths? ( ow 8 
pea 


(4). 
ſpeak of that Infallible Preſcience Griſt ſcem'd to haye of that ima- 
ginary Inconveniencie, if we belicye him to beGod as well as Man. ) 

3- Since it isalſo one of the Reaſons aſligned by Gerſon, wheretore 
the Council of Conſtance prohibited: the Cup-ro the People, leſt the 
Conlecrated Wine long kept ſhonld beconverted into Vinegar : How 
can.chat Fear conſiſt with T ranſubſtantiation , for itis not Blood but 
Wine which turns into Viiacgar ? 

4 With what cffronity can any Romanilſt prerend, that the words 
of St. Fobn, chap:. G. are to be underſtood of the: Euchariſt , ſince the 
Mutilation of that Sacrament is-thereby expreſly condemned , for a 
Man cannot be ſaid to drink when he cats? 

5-Since the Euchariſt isan Emblem otthe Effuſion of Chriſt'sBlood, 
How can they be ſaid ro drink of that Cup which is th2 New Teſta. 
ment of Chriſt's Blood ſhed for us , who do not drink at all? Sup- 
poſe there was Truth in Tranſubſtantiation , and-in that of Concomi- 
tancy firſt deviſed by Th. Aquinas. 

6: Since the natural Abſtemiouſneſs of ſome Men is likewiſe aſſizned 
as a Reaſon of that Sacrilegious Murilation, may ir not pertinently 
be demanded, Why is not the Bread taken away alſo becauſe ſome 
Perſons have been found, who could never taſte of any kind of Bread? 

7: Ic may be further enquired if it were a civil Apology at an 
ordinary Feaſt(when there are very many invited)thatthe Hoſt ſhould 
ſay, Hehad provided neither Bread nor Wine, in regard one of the 
Gurl cannot taſte of the former , and another cannotdrink of the 

- Fo 

_ 8. Since irs impoſſible to produce one Inſtance ( fram any Authen- 
tick record ) for a Thouſand Years after Chriſt and more, . of the Ce- 
lebration of the Euchariſt in the Face of any particular Church, with- 
out giving the conſecrared Cup to all the Communicants, doth it not 
evidently follow that the Catholick Charch ſeem'd to have been in 
an Error fo long, or that the preſent Roman Church hath degenera- 


ted from the Do&rine and Praice of. the Catholick Church for ſo 
many Ages? 


—— — 


SECT. II. 
Their withholding the Seriptures from the Laickg: 


9s. 1, lace there is no Chriſtian Church(unleſs ic be a Society of 
' Blaſphemers under the Notion:ofa Church ) that pretends 
; to 


(5) 

ro. more ep, than Chriſtand his Agate ioen what account 
ſhould the Roman Church require more implicit Faith trom irs Mem- 
bers , than Chriſt and his Apoſtlesdid from their Hearers > For nor- 
withitanding thele were unqueſtionably endued with an infallibleSpi- 
rit: and the Gift of Miracles,yert they (till remitted theirHearcrs tothe 
ſearch of the Old Teſtamenr,thar they might find by their own Rea- 
ſon and Induſtry, the Doftrine of the Golpel, conſonant to the Pro- 
pherick Oracles and Myſtcrious 1 vpes of our Saviour's Incarnation 
and Paſſion, and were commended tor doing lo. 

2. It the Scripturesare ſo uniuteltigible,that an honeſt man cannor 
find out the mcaning of them, without the Infallible interpretation of 
the Church, even in theſe things which are indiſpenſably neceflary to 
our Salvation, for we are ſtill ready to ſay with one of the Ancient Fa- 
thers , That as they have Flats wherein a Lamb may wade, ſo they 
have Depths wherein an —_—_ may (ſwim )I would defire to know, 
whether Chriſt and his Apoſtles preached intelligibly co their Hearers 2 
If not,to what purpoſe did they preach art all > By what means were 
Men converted to the Faith? It they did, How came theſe Sermons 
to be (o unintelligible now they are written, which were ſo intelligible 
when they were ſpoken? For the Goſpels contain a plain t1iſtory: of 


what Chriſt did and ſaid; and the Apoſtles wror the ſame things to 
the Churches, w y were abſent , which they preached to them 
when they were preſEnt, and we reaſonably ſuppoſe, that they delign- 


cd that the Churches ſhould as muc| underſtand what they wrote , 
as what they preached ; and rtherefcre rhat they generally uſed the 
ſame Form of Words in their Writings, and in their Preachings;and 
this makcs it a great Riddle, How one ſhould be very plain and eaſic 
to be underſtood, and the odker fignific nothing withour an Infallible 
Interpreter. _— 

3. Where the Tarkih Aleoran is permitted in Engliſh, viz.at Rome, 
(Vid. Indic. Libr. probibit. Alexandr. 7. ) and the Bible in Englih ordain- 
cd to beburnr, ( vid. ibid.) Whether do they fancy the Goſpel or Al- 
coran better ? 

4 Why may not an implicit Faith in the Scripture ſave a Soul.as 
well as in the Church; and why may not the one free from Here- 
ſic, as well >s the other 2 © 

« Since our Saviour recommended the reading of theScriptures to 
Laicks, and the Apoſtle St. Paw commended them tor doing (o, and 
that the Primitive Fathers preſſed itas aDuty on allRanks ot Perſons: 
Muſt nor the Reaſons of the RomanChurch(in prohibicing theLaicks, 
to read the word of God,or to have the Bible tranſlated into their Mo- 
ther Tongue) be exceedingly weighty ; if they can preponderate all 
theſe Aurhorities 2 B 6. Siucc 
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6, Since it is well known from Eccleſiaſtical and Secular Hiſtoty | 
that the greateſt Hereſies and Schiſms in the Chriſtian Church, an 
which gaye it the greateſtand moſt laſting Trouble , had their Riſe 
from Men in Holy Orders (who were accounted great Clerks in their 
time) ſuch as Marcion, Paulus Samoſatenus, Arins, Eunomins, Apolli- 
naris, Macedonins, Photinus. Neſtorius, Entiches, P clagius , and many o- 
thers; Novatizs alſo and Donatins , who rent the Catholick Church 
by long laſting Schiſms, were Men in Holy Ocders , not to ſpeak of 
Lucifer and Meletins: 1s it therefore a ſolid Reaſon to with-hold the 
Scripture from the ignorant Laicks for fear of their broaching Here- 
fies or Schiſms , ſecing the ſad Experience of the World doth rather 
teach, that the lcarned Clergy ſhould be reſtrained therefrom x 


 —_— 
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SECT. IV. 
The Adoration of Images. 


2s. 1. D® notthe Roman Church in pifturing of God not only 

at dircAly contrary to Sacred Scripture ( where it is {0 
frequently forbidden ) bur alſo ro che very Natygg ot God, who is an 
infinic $p1iric, and can no more be repreſentcd b ily Shape,than 
a Thought can > And howcan their practice be recunciled to that 
Canon of their Second Council of Nice, which determined it nor only 
unlawfull, butalſo abſurd and impoſhible ro make an Image of that 
Beeing which is {piritual, inviſible; and incomprehenſible 2? 

2. It any Man can reconcile the Worſhip of Images to the Second 
Commandment,may it not alſo be imagined,that he can makeAdul- 
tery,Perjury,Murtcher, Theft and Falſe-wirnefſing ro become Vertues 

3. How can any Man that hath the uſe of Realon imagine,that the 
Ancients were clear for the Worſhip of Images,ſince ic is moſt apparent 
from the Writings of the moſt Primicive Fathers, that they all 'con- 
demned the making of any kind of Imagezas unlawtul)much more the 
placing of them in Churches, and moſt of all the adoring of chem 2 | 

4 Since in the Jeruſalem Talmud there is no mention of the IJola- 
try of Chriſtians (though frequently of that of the Heathen) becauſe it 
was wri:ten about 1 wo-Hundered Years after Chriſt : Burt in the Ba- 
byloniſh Talmud , which was compiled about Five Hundred Years 
affer Chriſt's Nativity, there is ſcarcea Page therein , wherein they 
donot inyeigh againſt the Idolatty. of Chriſtians, and terms their 
Churches Beth-havora=zada , the Houſes of Idolatry : May we not 
( inconfideration of the infinite Malice of the Jews againſt the Ch: 

ian 


(7 ; 

ftian Religion) moſt rationally Sondats (tho itbe from a Negative 
Argument ) that the ary bo Images in Churches began not any 
where during the Two Firſt Centuries, and ( if we believe both Secu- 
lar and Eccleftaſtick Hiſtory,) not till about the end of the Fifth Cen- 
tury ( tho they were worſhipped no where by publick Authority till 
aftcr the dayes of Gregory the Great ) not to {peak of that Canon of 
the Council of Elliberis, and that the _—_ of Epipbaniw«(tranſlated by 
St. Hierom ) which poſitively holds forth, that in the Fourth Century 
it was judged {imply unlawfulto hayc any Image in a Church , whe- 
ther painted or graven, 

5- May not Garlick and _ (the Egyptian Deities) be juſtly 
accounted Gods right worſhiptul , when compared with the Nails, 
the T horns, the Chips, and Shreds, and many other Objcgg ot the 
Roman Adoration ? 

6. Since the Goyerning part of the Roman Church teacheth and 
enjoyneth the people ro worſhip Images with an inferiour kind of A. 
doration (as the Council of Trent braferh it ) is itnot Cin ſome ſenſe) 
charitably.done by them,not to let them know the ſecond Command 
ment (by expunging it out of their Catechiſms)that the People may 
not become guilty of ſinning againſt ſo plain a Law ? 

72. Since the Romiſh School-men havedeviſed many DiſtinCEions of 
Religious Worſhip { no where to be found in ſacred Scripture) to ob- 
viate the imputation of Idolatry to the Adorers of Images, Saints and 
Angels,'&e, ſuch as Latria, Dulia, Hiperdulia ; a Relative and Termi- 
tive Worſhip; aMcdiate and Immediate; a Direct and IndireCt, a Su- 

reme and Subordinare; a Soveraign and Subaltern, a Tranſitive and 

inal; a Proper and Analogical, &e.) May it nor juſtly be demanded, 
if any ſober perſon can rationally imagine, that ignorant Laicks are 
ſufficiently warned by theſe Beacons to ſhun the Rocks of Idolatry, 
when their greateſt Clerks controyert among themſelves about t 
proper import of thoſe Terms and the due application of them, as is 
moſt evident from the contrary ſentiments of Aquinas and Bellarmine, 
_ and Perron concerning them? , 

» Since Miraclesare eſpecially neceſſary toconvince Unbelievers,& 
that many Miracles were recorded before the Reformation, but few or 
none after it; Is it not an argument ſufficient to make a wary Man be- 
lieve that there were few real Miracles at any time, ſince the ſetlement 
of Chriſtianity > And that only the Superſtitious Credulity of former 
Ages was apt to be abuſcd with ſuch pretences? (well meaning igno- 
rance being caſily wheedled thereby into a Golden Dream of great 
Adyantages redounding from Adoration of Images, &e. ) in regard 
that there is far more nced of them _ the Reformation ( when ſo 

2 many 


ho. 


; | (C8) 
-many disbelieve the Roman Religion ) than was before, when all the 
Nations of the Weſt appeared to be at the Devotion therec£, 
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SECT. Y. 
The Invocation of Saints and Angels, 


2x. I, Hen Romaniſts pray to Saints departed to pray for them, 

W it may be pertinently inquired , that theſe Saints do ei- 
ther hear their Prayers, and become o—_ with their Deſires, or 
they dg.not? If they do hear all thoſe Prayers that are putup ro them 
at the (Me rime by inumerable Perſons through all the World, what's 
this but to aſcribe tothem that Omnipreſence and Omniſcience which 
is peculiar to God alone , eſpecially if it be conſidered, that their De- 
votions are not only Verbal , bur alſo Mental, ( Voce vel mente ſuppli- 
care , being decreed by the Council of Trent) yea , it is neceſſarily im- 
plyed in eyery Prayerthat is made to them, that they not ouly hear 
it, butalſo know the diſpoſition of the Heart, from whence it pro. 
ceeds; otherwile the Hypoctitical Supplicant muſt be ſuppoſed as like- 
ly to obtain their favours asthe ſincereſt Votary : if they do not hear 
their Prayers, then it's very abſurd and rediculous, ſand a great abuſe 
of that reaſon God hath given Men for other ends then to trifle with) 
to pray to them : As for that imaginary Glaſs of the Trinity, it may 
be further demanded , if the glorified ſee all things therein , or but 
ſome ?if all, then they muſt ſhare in God's incommunicable Property, 
which is to be the ſearcher of the Heart ; if but ſome, what aſſurance 
have we that they {ce thoſe things whereof we ſtand moſt in need 2 fo 
that we cannot pray in Faith. 

2. Since the learned Men of the Roman Church ( ſuch asBellarmin, 
Valentia, Horftias, and many others ) conclude their Books with Praiſe 
to God, the bleſſed Virgin, and Jeſus Chriſt ; may it nor be pertinent- 
ly demanded , if they give her not only an equal part with God in 
their Praiſes, but by placing her before Chriſt , ſeem to give ſome- 
what of preheminence above him ? 

3. Since it's acknowledged by the moſt part of the Popiſh School- 
men, that the Invocation of Saints and Angels was not enjoyned in the 
Old Teſtament , becauſe the Limbo wherein theſe Fathers were be- 
fore Chriſt's Reſurrefion ; ſothat not being admitred to the Beatifical 
Viſion, they could not hear thofe _—_— upon Earth: It may be per- 
tinently demanded, 1, What ſhould have reſtrained the Worſhipof 
rhe Angels at that rime,who fince their Creation enjoyed NG 

iftong 


9) | 
Viſion they being need Old Teftament as the conſtam 
Attendants and Retinue of God, and the Miniſters of his Provi- 
dence, and therefore they were ascapable of Divine Worſhip in the 
time of the Law as they are now, and it may be, a little more; for 
the Law it (elf was given by the Miniſtry of / ws their Appca- 
rances were more trequent and familiar; and the world ſceraed to be 
more under the government of Angelsthen , than itis now, fince 
Chriſt is made the Head of the Church, and exalted above all Prin- 
cipalities and Powers ? 2. What Evaſion can they find, who are of 0- 
pinion,that the glorified Saints at all times did know the Petitions put 
up to them from Earth, not by the beartifical Viſion , but by ſpecial 
Divine Revelation? 3. Fince the generality of the Fathers of the three 
fiſt Centuries were of Opinion, that the glorified Saints ſhall not cn- 
joy the Bearifical'Viſion till the day ofJudgment,ic may yg pertinent- 
ly enquired, if theſe Fathers praQtiſed or believed the nec or Cxs 
pediency of Saint-Invocation; no fewer than Eighteen of the Fathers, 
being of this Opinion, by the Romaniſts own confeſſion ? 

4- What is more in the Apoftrophe of Greg, Nazienz. to his Siſter 
Gorgonis, Or S. Ferom to his deyout Pawla, and S. Auguſtin to this Mo- 
ther Monica; than in theſe Apoſtrophes frequently found in Sacred 
Writings to inſenſace Creatures; Hear O ye Mowntains the Lord's Con- 
troverſie : Praiſe the Lord ye Dragons, and all Deeps, 8c. And who will 
infer from hence, that the inſenſate Creatures were hereby invok*d 
and addreſſed untog yet we muſt carefully diſtinguiſh betwixt the 
_m_ of ſome particular Fathers, and the general Dodtrine of the 

hurch, betwixt what they expreſs in Rhetorical Strains to move Af- 
feftion, and what they lay down in plain terms to inform the Judg- 
ment: betwixt what reſults from the heat of their popular Orations, 
and what in cool and deliberate Debates they ſet down for the Truth 
of Chriſt , for it's generally conteſt, that the Fathers oft-times Hyper. 
bolize, particularly S:. Chryſoſtome ; and we muſt not take their flights 
of _ for the DoQtrine of the Church. 

F. theſe words, Math. 4. 10. taken out of Dent. 6. 13. Him only 
ſhalt thow ſerve: are to be underſtood only of the higheſt degree of 
Religions Worſhip as a part of the whole,and diſtinguiſh from a low- 
er kind; this ſuperiour degree being Latria, and the infcriour degrees 
Hyperdulia, and Dulia (as the Romaniſts term them; ir may bede- 
manded, how could that haye been a ſufficient Anſwer to the Devils 
demand?for he might thus have replied tothe Son of GOD, acknow+ 
ledge the Soveraign and Almighty power of GOD as well as youthe 
ſame acknowledgment being inſinuated by himſelf, St. Luke chap.4.G.) 
theretore I deſire riot thou ſhouldſt Worſtup me as GOD with Longs 
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(1!) 
but only with Dlia, a lower kind; thy Heart, the moſt elevated con- 
ceptions of thy mind may be reſerved to GOD,its only the outward 
att I challenge of thee,that thou wouldſt only tall down and worſkip 
me, or by falling down, worſhip me; which our Sayiour ſimply re- 
fuſed notwithſtanding, 7 | 

6. Since the chief Argument whereby the Primitive Fathers uſed 
to prove the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt, and of the Son, againſt the 
Macedonians and Ariansz was the Catholick pratice of the Church 
in prayingtothem ; what force could have been in that argument, 
had they believed that any Creatures (though never ſo highly exal- 
- in Natute and Condition) might haye had that honour paid unto 
them 2 

7. Since the Catholiks did frequently accule the Arians of Ido- 
latry, for gaying unto Chriſt ( whom they conceived to be no more 
than an excellent and good-like Creature) had the Catholicks at the 
ſame time pra&tiled the invocation of Saints, might not the Arians 
have returned the Charge with greater force upon themlelyes; for it 
the Catholicks had replied as the Romaniſts do now , that though 
they did pray to the bleſſed Sovirits,yet they did it not with that Soye- 
raign, Dire&, and final Prayer, nor with thoſe ſublimeſt choughts and 
intentions of honor wherew1th they did addreſs roGOD, bur only with 
indire&, ſubaltcrn, and relative Prayer, and with no higher intenti- 
ons of honour to them , than what is proportioned to the excellen- 
cies of their finite Nature : Since the Arians might have returned 
upon them with greatadyantage , by ſaying, Stirs, With the ſame due 
Limitations we invocate the Man Feſus Chrift, who ( as the Scripture aſ(- 
{uresus} is exalted above all Angels, Principalities and Powers, aud every 
Name which is Named in Heaven and Earth; ſo that tho we may. not ho- 
nowr the Son in the ſame bigh degree as we do the Father , yet the Scripture 
enjoyns us ta do it with the ſame kind of bonour : Which is more than 
cait be ſaid in defence of that Honour and Inyocation you offer to 
Saints and Angels. 

8. Since the fancy of making the Court of Heaven reſemble Princes 
Courts of Earth, hath brought forth that yoluntary Humility of wor- 
ſhipping Saints and Angels, at leaſt this excuſe of the Remiſh Suppli- 
cants, that its out of an humble ſenſe of their own unworthineſs, and 
an awful regard tothe infinite Majeſty of GOD, that they addreſs not 
immediately to himſelt, but by the mediation of Saints and Angels 
theſe Courtiersand Favourites of Heayen; may itnor be pertinencly 
demanded, What Wiſe Man on Earth, who is abundantly fatisfied of 


. the readineſs and ability of his Prince to help him , and hath free 


teayc given him,on any occaſton,to come immediately unto him,and 
| is 


it ) ; 

is frequently inviced for that che ) will chooſe to waye this freedom 
of his accels, and will apply himſelf ro ſome inferiour Officer or Fa- 
vourite to make his Addiels ! This isour caſe ; God hath invited all 
that are in Trouble to come immediately unto himſelf, and hath fre- 
quently promiſed to grant all their requeſts who ſeek him with their 
whole Hearts ; and hath appointed his own Son (God with himſelf) 
the Maſter of Requeſts, from time to time to receive all the Petitions 
of his Subje&s ; and both the one and the other are infinitely more 
able,and infinitely more willing to Hear and Succour them, than the 
beſt, the wileſt, and moſt powertull ofall created Beings: And ſhall we 
call that impudence,wl:ich GOD hath made our duty>And whilſt we 
now be aftaid ro take that liberty which God hath given us? Shall 
we preten 1 Humility, ſhall we jorteir our Allegiance, and diſtruſt his 
Promiſes, and tuipect the goodneſs of his Nature, for fear ot being 
found too {aucy, and tov bold wich his Perſon ? 

9. Since Det. 13. weare exprelly forbidden to Marken to any Pro- 
pher, though a Worker of Miracles, who teacheth the Worthip of 
any «ther Being beſide the one Supreme God, may it not pertinently 
te demanded, 1t Chriſt and his Apoſtles had taught the Worſhip of 
Saints and Ange!s, had it not been a juſt reaſon for the Unbelicf of 
the Fews, nothwithſtanding ot all the Mitacles wrought by them 2 

10It ten thouſand Miracles ſhould convince a Chriſtian of the Law- 
fulneſs of praying to Saints departed, whilſt he hath ſuch a plain ex- 
preſs Law a aint belicving all Miracles upon any {uch account : For 
if ever real Miraclcs were wrought at the Tombsof Martyrs, it was 
in Teſtimony of the truth of Cheiltian ity, for which they ſuffered , 
not to betray any toa Sup: rſtirious or Idolatrous Worſhip of: them; 
though there is moſt forcible reaſon to doubr of many of thoſe preten- 
ded Miracles, if ever they were in rerum natura, and to fear that ma- 
ny of them were but Satanical Illuſions. 

11. Can there be a ſolid Reaſon affigned why Sacrifice as well as 
Prayer may not bean Att of inferiour, as well as ſuperiour Worſhip, 
ſince the Heathens offered Sacrifice ro their inferiour Demons as well 
as to the Supreme? | 

12. Since the Roman DoQors grant that the difference betwixt Su- 
preme and Subordinate Worſhip doth nut conliſt inthe outward Act, 
and that all the outward As may belong to both kinds C Sacrifice 
only excepted by them, which theSpirit ofGod notwithſtanding makes 
inferiour roPrayer)now it may be demanded, fince the Law did forbid 
the externalAtts of Worſhip without any tegard to theIntention of the 
Worſhipper,doth it not appear from this;chat this Idolatrous Worſhip 
was to be puniſhed with Peath, Det. 13 2 and therefore Cn_ 

u 


(2) 
ſuch external Idolatry as falls under the Recognizance of HamaneJa 
dicatures, which intention doth not , unleſs a Man had confeſſed his 
Intention. 

13. When can it be ſhewen that thoſe Fathers (whoſe Authority is 
urged by the Church of Rome for the Invocation of Saints) do dogma. 
tically and poſitively aſſert the lawfulneſs of Praying to Saints and 
Angels, ſince many Fathers of the ſame Age do polnively deny the 
Lawfulneſsof it; is 1t not a plain Argument, that ir was not the 
Judgment and PraCtice of the Church , and a good reaſonable Pre- 
ſumprion, that theſe Fathers in their Apoſtrophes and py 
never intended any luch thing in what they ſaid , how lyable ſocyer 
their Words may be to be expounded in ſuch a ſenſe ? 

I4. _y itnotealily be imzgin'd , wherefore the late Latin Edi- 
tions ( in the Church of Rome ) of the 25th Canon of the Council of 
Laodices, in {tcad of, its prohibiting the Fairhfull co call on the Name 
of Angels, have put in Angwlos ( corners ) contrary to all: the Greek 
Copies, and Fathers that write them, and fo have made nonſenle of 
that excellent Canon? but weritas non querit Angulor? And the milchiet 
of theſe Prevaricatars is , that there is no reſemblance in the Greek 
Cwhich is the Original Language of the Canon ) betwixt the words 
which ſignific Angels and angles. 


— 
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SECT. VL 
The Doftrine of Merit. 


Bu. I, I the Doftrine of Merit of good Work (as it is taught in the 
Roman Church by an Ana , Or duc proportion berwixt 
the Wotk and the Reward, as if God were unjuſt it he gave it not ; 
but not as it importsa Reward Virtute promiſſ Divini , as the Fathers 
reach ) be not perfe&t nonſenſe in Divinity > Since our Saviour hath 
expreſly ſaid, When we have done all that we can do, we are but unprofi- 
table Servants ;, we haye done nothing but what wasour Duty ) and 
the Apoſtle hath told us , That the light Afflidtions of this Life , are not 
worthy to be compared with that meaſure of Glory which ſhall be re- 
vesl:d :. beſides that other conſideration, tharall we are, and have of 
any goodneſs, ate graciouſly derived from thar inexhauſtible Foun- 
wy = char neither Men nor Angels can properly Merit at the hands 
(0 , 
2. Since the Popes pretend, that they have thrown into the Trea- 
{ure of the Church, the Swperplus of the Merit of ſome eminent Saidrs; 
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: | 
may it not be pertinently doubted ; if they believe the Foundation of 
that Treaſure, I mean the merits of Toy Jem to be infinite , ſeeing 
Whar is really infinit,can neither admit of Addition or Diminution, 
at leaſt needs no Addition. 
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SECT, VI. 
Of Pargatory- 


2y, JF the Pops hath power to take all ſouls our of that imaginary 

Purgatory ; how comes it, that he is ſo unmercifull, asnot 
to rid many thouſands of Poor Ones from thoſe Flames ( which arc 
intenſively no better than the torments of Hell) it is becauſe thoſe 
tormented W retches have not Heirs and Executors behind them with 
Purſes ſo fluſh as thoſe of the Rich * -» 

2. Is itpoſſible to find an account of Indulgences in the Primitive 
Times,in any other ſenſe, than that of relaxation of Penances inflited 
upon ſcandalous Perſons by the Governours of the Church 2 

3- Since the moſt Primitive Fathers by a purging Fire for Sinners , 
do generally underſtand the Fire of Conflagration in the laſt Day ; 
with what face can it be pretended that they believed rhe RomiſhPur- 
gatory, where poor Creatures {uffer the Torments of Hell for a time? 

4- Since the Greck Church never believed the Roman Purgatory; - 
how can it be (aid with any colour of Truth , that it is a Catholick 
Tradition of the Univerſal Church , . ſecing the extent ofthe Greek 
Cocny we is aging inferiour to wg 0 rata o_ Queſtion | 
may be propoſed concerningthe Pope's Supremacy,the Mutilationof | 
the Sacrament of the Excharift, Service in an unknownTongue,the Celi- 

bacyof theClergy,8many other particulars in controverſic at this time 

5- It we were to underſtand 1 Cor: 3. of Purgatory ; I would de- 
mand of thoſeGloſſators,how they reconciie theDoftrine of their Pro- 
phets and Apoſtles, Confeſlors and Martyrs, the bleſſed Virgin,with 
the Thicf on the Croſs,that they went immediately to Heaven,orPa- 
radice at leaſt; ſince the Apoſtle tells us there,that every man's Work 
muſt be tried by Fire, of what ſort it is which note of Univerſality in 
the eyes of a puny Logician, comprehends the whole Race of Adam. 

6. With what ence can the Roman Church boaſt of Antiqui- 
ty in Behalf of Purgatory , or Indulgences , ſecing it is nor able to 
produce any one Prayer; publick or private) nor one Indulgence, for 
the Delivery of any Soul out of Purgatory,in all the Primitive times, 
or out of their own ancient Miſlal 4 or Records? 
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SECT. VIlL 
Their Seven Sacraments. 


Dueft. Clue before Peter Lomberd's time,the number of Sacraments 

was indefinit in the Church of Reme it (elf, it ſo be they have 
gathered the number of Seven from the Fathers Writings ( as they 
pretend , for ] am ſure in Scripture they find them not ) it may be 
pertinently demanded, wherefore not {eventy ſeyen ? ſeeing the Fa+ 
thers call many other things Sacraments ; yea, if that general Rule 
aſhgned by St. Auguſtin be obſerved in the Computation, viz. that all 
Signs, when they belong to Divine things, arecalled Sacraments , 
they would be found no ways ſhort of the greateſt number. 
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SECT. IX. 
The Prieſts Intention in Baptiſm. 


Deſt. WHar can in reaſon be anſwered to that objeftion of the 
: Biſhop of Minori in the Council of Trent, who faid, that 
if they ſhould ratifie ( as afterwards they moſt unhappily did )the 
Dectee of theFlorentin Council, concerning the neceſlity of a right In- 
rention of the Prieſt in the adminiſtration of Sacraments ( eſpecially 
of Baptiſm) it would evidently follow, that it were in the Power of 
one ſingle Prieſt, who cameto be old in wickedneſs, to damn his 
whole Pariſh? Yea,luppoſeth ar Helliſh Paroxiſm did butonce oyer- 
take him, that Child not rightly Baptized by him, might afterwards 
become a Biſhop ;: ſo that not only his own Ordination, bur alſo all 
the orders conferred by him,would become invalid,which might oc- 
ca({1on a world of Miſchief, | 
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S.BEC.i A 
The Limbo of Unbaptized Infants. 


©ueſt. lace many Infants are ſtill-born, and {ome dye in their 
| Mothers Womb, all which, becauſe unbaptized, mnftgo to' 
that Limboof Infants, according tothe Doftrine of . the Roman 
Church , where they are for eyer to be depriyed of the a" 
Ca 


eal Viſion, which is the greateſt of the Plagues of the Damned ( Pens 
Damni being in the Opinicn of the Schoolmen and Fathers, much 
greater than Pens Senſus ) how can that rigid Opinion be reconciled 
tothe infinite Good eſs and Wiſdom of God, to appoint a means in- 
diſpenſably neceſſary ro Salvation, which in ſome circumſtances an- 
not poſhbly be adminiſtred; and may not thoſe cruel Opiniators be 
juſtly termed Step-fathers of Infants, as St. Awg»ftin was named Durus 
Pater Infantum » 


A 


' SECT. Xl. 
Of Tranſubſtantiation. 


Ds. 1. Clace the moſt eminent of the Roman School-men, ſuch as 

Scotus, Durandus, Alphonſus a Caſtro, Suarez, Vaſques, Alliaco , 
Biel, Canus, Occam, Cajetan, and. Bellermine bim(:1f, confeſs that the 
Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation cannot be evidently proved from Scri- 
pturez andthar there is no abſoltue neceſſity of underſtanding qur 
Saviour's Words in that Senſe , may it not be pertinently demanded, 
is there not a greaz deal of reaſon tounderſtand them otherwiſe, ſcc- 
ing that ſtrange Senſe is dire&tly repugnant to the Senſes of all thar 
are endued with an animal Life> 

2 Since there be ſo many parallel places in Scripture, which cvery 
man underſtands ina figurative,and not in a ſtriftly literal and abſurd 
Senſe; as where the Lamb is called the Paſſover, Circumciſion God's 
Covenant; the Church Chriſt's Body; the Rock which followed the 
Tjzeelites, called Chriſt, Chriſt calls himſelf che Door , the true Vine 
(which the Church of Kome would have mightily triumphed in, it he 
had faid, this is my true Body)wherefore may we not alſo underſtand 
theſe Words, This is my Body, in a Mctaphorical Senle, eſpecially con- 
ſidering, that it is impoſſible to make Senſe of the whole Words of 
the Inſticution, without more Figures than one ? 

3, Can it rationally be preſumed, that any ſenſible Man, who had 
neyer heard of Tranſubſtantiation being grounded on theſe Words, 
This is my Body, would upon reading the Inſtiturion of the Euchariſt, 
ever have imagined any ſuch thing to be meant by our Savior 1n theſe 
words? but rather, thar this Bread ſignifies my Body, and this a Cup 
my Blood,and this which ye ſee me now do, do ye heteafter for Me- 
morial of me? Far leſs would it have entred into auy Man's Mind(nor 
blinded with grols Error or Prejudice)to have thought thar our Savi- 
our did literally hold himlelt in his _ ,anddid cat hinſelf,8 that 
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.may be demanded very pertinently, ifany of the Fathers before him 
wrote in jeſt concerning luch a ſublime Myſtery 2 
. Since ſome of the Fathers have as high Elegics of the Sacrament 
of Bapriſm, asof the Euchariſt z notwithſtanding the Popiſh School. 
Men grant there is no ſubſtantial Change made in that conſectated 
Water etthat the Divine Bleſſing accompanying the Inſtitucion, 
it may bee lto the waſhing away of Sin,and Spiritual Regenera- 
tion; what reaſon can be given why the Elementsof Bread and Wine 
in the Lords Supper may not by the ſameDivine Blciſhing accompany- 
ing this Inſtitution,make all the worthy Receivers Partakers of all the 
Spiritual Comfort deſigned to us thereby , without any ſubſtantial 
bange made in thoſe t-lements, fince our Sayiour hath told us, that 
verily the Fleſh profiteth nothing ? 

8. If the Canibals be abhorred as Inhumane for cating the Fleſh cf 
their Enemies , muſt it not be great Inhumanity tocat the Ficſh of a 
Friend , and the beſtin the World ? If none can read without hor- 
rour , the Stories of Tereus, Thyefter , and Harpagas, their cating of 
their own Children, ( though ignorantly ) how much more horrible 
muſt ir be to feed npon the very Body of the Son of God ( that was 
born of the Virgin ) knowingly ? ( Deum ſunm prims conficiunt , deinde 

* deverant ;, laid Averrhoes, juſtly deriding that prodigious DoQtrine, 
which a little before his time began to be publickly caught in the Ro- 
man Church) and with what Face could th: Primitive Apologiſts up- 
braid the Heathen with one of their Gods , who did ear his own Chil- 
dren , if the Chriſtians had believed at that time, that they did eat 
their own God? and that no ſuch thing being then obje&ed by the Pa- 
gans to the Chriſtians , is to a-Wiſe Man inſtead of a Thouſand De- 
monſtrations,that noſuch DoQrine wasthen believed : for the lmpicty 
and Barbarouſneſs of the thing, as it is believed and praiſed in the 
Roman Church,isnot in truth extenuared,but on!y the appearance of ir, 
by being done under the Specics of Bread and Wine for the thin 
they acknowledge is really done and they believe,they 1 erily Eat an 
Drink the Natural Fleſh and Blood of Chriſt : And ſuppoſea man 
ſhould cat his Son in a Paſly ( where the Figure of the Body is fo al- 
tered, that it cannot be eaſily known to be human Fleſh; of fo minced 
and atomatized, that the Taſte can no more diſcern whar it is, than 
Minodoe could tell of what Ingrediems the 50 Diſhes at the Magus 
Table were Compounded, though his Curioſity led hin to tafte of 
them all yer if the Father know it, it cat no wayes excuſe him from 
unnatural Barbarity. | 

g. How can any Romaniſt aſcertairi himſelf free of Idolatty,with- 

.cut Divine Reyclation? For if Tranſubſtantiatiotz be not true b 
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underſtand theſe words literally, ſince they both ſaw and taftcd whar 
he gave them to be Bread a inc; and thar it was not his Body 
which was givett , but his Body which gave that which was given : 
Whence any rational Man may infer,that St; Augwftine's Phraſe (in his 
Ennarations on the Pſalms) Chriftsy portevit ſuis, is to be un- 
derſtood figuratively, according to his own Rule for interpreting Strip- 
ture, given Lib, 3. de Dottr, Chrift. eap. 16. 

2” not the Church of Rowe as well cbnelude from 1 Cor. 10.17. 
that all Chriſtians art ſyubfantially changed into one Bread; and then 
ito the natural Body of Ghriſt,by the partictpdeion of the Sacrament, 

y__ they are ſaid to be one Br nd ohe Body, as to infer Tran- 
ubſtantiation from the Verſe immediately foregoing , ot from any 
other yu of Scripture 7 | | 

5. Suppoſe Fuftin Martyr , (who lived, 4n. 150.) Irenexs, ( who liv- 
ed, An. 180. ) Tertsllian, (who lived, An. 206, ) Origen, who lived 
An. 232.) St. Cyprian, ( who lived, Ar. 250: ) Theodoret , who lived 
An: 450.) P. Gelafiwr, ( who alfo lived inthe Fifth Century,) and Fs- 
enndus the African Biſhop, ( who lived in the Sixth ) had not written 
any thing againſt I raniubſtantiation(as it is ſimply impoſſible to make 
ſenſe of their writingy,if they believed that Dofrine)and not to [peak 
of any other Teſtimonies of 8, Awgaſtin againſt Tranſubſtantiation, I 
would demand ifany Man in his rxght wits that had beliecycd Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, could have uttered ſuch a Teſtimony againſt it ; as we 
find lib. 3, de Dottr. Chritt. tap 16. (already cited) where laying down 
ſeyeral Rules for the right underſtanding of Scripture, he gives this 
for one; If (/ayes he) the Speech be a Precept forbidding ſome heinows Crime 
or con.manding us to do good, it is not figurative ; but if it ſeem! to command 
#ny beinous wickedneſs, or to forbid that which is profitable to others, it's fi- 

ative > for Example, Excepr ye carthe Fleſh of the Son of Man, and 

Ocink his Blood: ye have no Life in you; »bis ſeems to command an hei- 
nol wickedneſs , therefore it's a Fighre , commanding us to communicate of 
dhe P affion of ext Lord , and with delight and advantage to lay up in our Me- 
wory that bis Fleſh was crucified and wounded for us. 

G. Since Bellarmin (in kb. deſeript. Ecclſ. An. 118.) tellsus, that Paſ- 
chafies Kobertus, Abbot of Corbey, was the firſt who did wruc ſeriouſly 
concerningthe Truth of Chriſts Body and Blood in the Euchariſt; u 
ma y 
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heir own Contellion, they aretertainly guilty of the moſt damng-. 
ble Idolatry inthe World, in Worſhipping a piece of Bread as God; 
and ſuppoſe ſuch a change could be, they can'neyer be certain that ir 
is, {ince according tothe Councils of Florence and Trent, the Validit 
of the Conlecration depends on the Intention of the Prieſt, wh ich 
cannot be known afſuredly without Divine Revelation: neither is it 
ſufficient to excuſe them from —_ , that they intended ro Wor- 
ſhip God , and nota Creature; for ſo all the Idotatry: that ever was 
inthe World may be excuſed , which was nothing elſe bur a miſtake 


- ofthe Diety; and upon that miſtake , a Worſhipping of ſomething 


that was not God , -as God. | RI d-01 | 

10. Suppoſe a Miracle were produced to prove the Truth of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, may it not be demanded,-to what purpoſe is that pro- 
duction, ſeing we cannot belieye the-Miracle, -unlefs-it be obyious to 


ſome of our Senſes? and then the pm for Tranſubſtantiation, 


and the Objection againft it, : would juft ballance one another : fo 


- thatinthisca{e, a Miracle would fignifie nothing, becauſe that would 


be to prove to a man by ſomething that he ſees, that he does not 
whaz he ſees. 
14. If the Senſes all mankind may te deluded, what Evidence 


 : have we for the Paffion'and Reſurrefion' of Chriſt» ( Suppoſe we had 


ſeenthem with our Eyes, ' and not only heard of them with'our Ears ) 
for it in the matter of Bread and Wine, all our Senſes (ſave one) are 
deceived', why might not one have been deluded in reference to the 
Humiliation and Exaltation of Chriſt, ſo that we might have ascaſtly 
miſtaken an Image for a living man upon the Croſs, ast& imagine a 
piece of Bread to be the true Body of a man , and thar'a living hu- 
man Body is tobe found inevery: Arome thereof » ; 

12. Whereas it's faid inthe Inſticutiongthat Chriſt's Body is broken 
for us , and yet the Dofrine of the Roman Church is, that it is bro- 
ken into Wholes , and nointo. Parts ; doth nor this clearly imply a 
ContradiCtion, that Chriſts Body is broken and not broken; atthe ſelf 
ſame time , orthat ic is whole-and: not whole.2 

13. Doth it not inyolyc horrible impictics, to imagine that the 
#lorified Body of our Saviour , ſhould be contrated to the Crum of a 
Wafer> Thathe ſhould be perfe&ly deprive of Senſe and Rea(on » 
That he ſhould not be able to defend himſelf againſt the Aſfaulrs of 
the moſt contemptible Vermin> Thar'if the Stomach of the Com+ 
municant chance to be oyercharged with: Wine, that he ſhould-be Vo- 
mited up aypain z or if we haye a. Lienteris, that he ſhould go wholly 
ro the Draught ? | 


T4. Since 


+»! 14. $itice rhe Apofile, i Cer. 16, zell6us exprefly, That rhe Farhe 
aid car the ſame Spicinaal Meat, apddrink.che fame $ Wat poe 
demanded. if the Manns, and 


which we doz may it not be pertineh | t | ne, 4 
Rock which tollewed them,were Tranſubſtantiated.into the Body and 
Blood of Chriſt ? Or may not Belieyetsunder the Goſpel, feed upon 


.Chriſt in a Spiritual and Myſtical Seþe-(4s che Fathers did under tbe 
Law ) withour any*Tranſubſt ty. A Ele þ MEAN! 
15. Since our Saviour, Fobn 6. faith, That be who Eats bis Fleſh, and 
Drinks his Bloud , bath Eternal Life; how can this be applied to I ran- 
ſubſtanciation, unleſsany be ſoabſurd as to. imagine, That all who 
partake of thoſe Conſecrated Elements ſhall be'faved:i 
16. Since the Carteſian Philoſophers have ( by irrefragableReaſons ) 
demonſtrated, that the Nature of all real Bodies muſt needs conſiſt in 
extenſion, or ( as they phraſeit ) the-having partes extre partes ; (it 
being ſimply impoſfible to concei ve an indiyiſible y a leaſt par- 
ticle of matter _) which is laid on a plain, to touch it in all parts, but 
that the Superiour Portion thereot, muſkbe without the contaG ot that 
plain (* where there” is i6-penerration ) if therefore Chriſt's Body be 
reduced to an indiviſible point by Tranſubſtantiation ſt may be per- 
tinently demanded,if this Opinion doth not reduce the Body ofCliriſt 
to the Nature of aSpitit, and conſequently ; is a worle Hereſie than 
the Phantaſtical Body of the Moreionites ? ONT 
#7: . Since divers of the ancient Fathers improyed the DoArine of 
the Euchariſt in order tothe Confutation of the Emtyebian Hetelic, had_ 
it not been perfe& nonſence in them to have ayowed from ſuch a To 
pick (if they had belieyed Tranſubſtantiation) which did appearantly 
afford a great Inſtance to the Emtychians againſt them? 


——_————_— | _ 


SECT. All. 
| Of the Propitiatory Sacrifice of the Maſs, 


2+. Clnce in a.;trne'Sacrifice ;; the Thing {acrificed muſt be de- 
**1/- D-ftroyen, and'it it have Life;ir miſt be Killed : it may be de- 
manded, if Chrift be truly and properly Sactificed ( as the Rbrmaniſt 
will have it-) is he _—_— and: properly put to Death as oft as the 
Prieft fays Maſs which is dire@ly'contrary to Heb: 10. & 11..Cap. 


{2 Whereas'the Apoſtle arg 5 the Aion of Chriſts Facrifice 
above thdſe of the Lawy becauſe thoſe were offered Year by Year, but 
che Sacrifice of Chiriſts Body wai offered onte for all; If Chriſt be daily 
Sactificed- in the-Maſs;cauſt not the Sactifice of Chriſt be ach quene 


"a 5:5 
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'Uneec of Expiatiqn for 
ons icnt for the whole 
ie of | is repearcd every day ; 
may ouſand 
rthe Dates that Church. 

Frm that bel Propitiatory Sacrifice at the firſt Inſtitution, 

ahh! was previousto Chriſt's Death, unleſs EF will Gy, that Pro- 
Pitiation was made before riſ ſuffered : though with divers of the 
ancicat Fathers, we areſtill ready to = Ku. the Euchariſt to 


be a Commemorative Sacrifice ; and it's pollible , that the Error of 
ic Remaniſts a riſe therefrom. 


mu 
"I 


SECT, X 111, 


Of private Maſſes. 


&P.- it poſſible to nope the Tolhary Maſs ( whercin the 
eft Com oe after he hath Conſecrated ) to 

the ian of Chriſt,che rafie of or Ahn enny Church,or wich 
ons yery nature and int that Sacrament; or with the Re. 
ce as it now ſtands; or if an be aoy inſtanceigiven of 


Z=Sot Maſks before Gregory the Great dyed, v ich was 600 years 
riſt } | 


—— 
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SECT. XIV. 
Of the $ecrement of Penance. 


9s. 1. VE] Hen Neftarins , with his _ of Conftentineple , diſchar- 
for cverthe Of Office of Pcnirentionatics, becauſe of a 
ſcandalous Deacon; can it rationally be preſumed, that this Office 
wascyer reputed by them a Sacrament, but rather at the beſ}? an Ex- 
pedient to prepare mey for-ir” fot we are bound in Charity tochink 
thar neither the Biſkop, nor that Church, would have ever conſen 
tothe Abolition of a Sacrament, for rhe (ake of ſuch'a'Scandalas ay. 
pened in themiſ-management of ir 6r if they had done ſo 
can it be imagined that the, Logry lewd the Chaifilan C Chak 
wa hy rp mugs * Moreover, _ "the ancient 
urch had;no als viien,bueonly the adn yon. 
tothe Com Communion, whe re then ſhall the Form of that praiended Sa- 
crament/be found Wm Ancicnts ? 2. If 


— 
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2. If the Abſolution of a Roman Prieſt hath the power to convert 
Attrition ( that is, ſuch' a conſternation of mind as fell upon J#4as 
when he wcnt and hanged himſelf) into the Grace of Contrition (as 
divers Popiſh Caſuaiſtsaver ) had it not been an unſpeakable happi- 
nels to that Betrayer of the beſt Maſter that eyer was , to have ren- 
countred ( in the way of ſtriving ) ſuch a Prieſt, when he was {ceking 
after ſome Inſtrument to become Felo de ſe. 


TEEOT TY 


Of the Sacrament of Marriage, with the Clergies, Reſtraint 
there-from. 


Oy. 1. JF Marriage be a Sacrament, and confer Grace, as Baptiſm 
and the Euchariſt; wherefore do they reſtrain their con- 
ſecrated Perſons from that ſupernatural Quality, fince*cis 

only an Eccleſiaſtical Reſtraint that they pretend unto 2 

2. Since GOD hath ſufficiently declared his Approbation of the 
Marriage. of the Clergy, in that the whole world hath been twice(by 
his Appointment) qo by two marricd Prieſts,viz. Adam and Noah; 
and that he tyed the Prieſthood under the Law, toa Race of marricd 
People ; and that the Scripture hath told us, Marriage is honourable in 
all, and placeth it among the Qualifications of a Biſhop, That he be 
the Husband of one Wife, having faithful Children (C notto {peak of 
that Canon of the Council of Gangra, norof thayDiſcourſe of 
Paphnutius in the Council of Nice, nor of Spiridon, S. Hilary, Encherins 
Lugdunenſis, and many other primitive Biſhops , who were miarricd. 
beſide the Apoſtle S. Peter: ) may it not be pertinently enquired, -if 
the Church of Kome borrowed their Do&rine of the unlawtulncls of 
the Marriage of Prieſts, from the Manichees, who allowed Marriage 
to their Hcarers ( as the Church of Rome doth to Laicks ) but forbad 
it totheir Ele, as that Church doth to her Prieſts ? 

3. Had not Aneas Silvius (afterward Þ. Pins the 2d.) good reaſon 
to write , that in confiderationof the vile Abuſes of the Celibacy of 
the Clergy) whatever Reaſons the Clergy had art firſt to reſtrain them 
from Marriage, now for much better Reaſons they og to be reſto- 
red to that which GOD hath made the Priviledge of all men who 
cannot contain ? . 


D SECT. 


TB OT XAVL 
Of the Sacraments of Extreme Union. 


. CUppole the adminiſtration of Extreme Un&ion to dyin 
wad S =" as a Sacrament, had been the Dodtrine and Pra: 
ice of the Catholick Church in all Ages ( though for a thouſand 

carsafter Chriſt, we find no ſuch thing) how can the Praftice of che 
Rm Church be reconciled to the Doctrine of S. Zames, or S. Mark 
( for theſe are their Scripture- pretences) who manifaſtly ſhew us, that 
the deſign of that Anointing wasthe recovery of the patient; ( the gifc 
of miraculous Healing not being ceaſed inthe days of S. Zames)where- 


as the Romaniſts do not prattice that Ceremony , till all hope of 
Recovery is paſt ? is 


BCT. XVI. 
Of Tradition. 


——_— 


2. {0 thoſe who magnifie the Tradition of- the Church ſo high. 

ly, as to imagine that the very Credit of the Scripture de- 
pends thereon, or that it gives the Scripture its Authority ( which is 
as much asto {ay.that Men gives Authority to GODS Word) it may 
be demanded, What if the Church ſhould havye concealed or taught 
otherwiſe of thoſe Writings, than as of the undoubrt2d Oracles of 
God, ſhould ſhe not haycerred damnably in her Tradition ? 

2. Since Tradition in the Roman Church is taken in, to ſupply the 
_——_ defect of Scripture, and the Authority thereof to ſupply 
the defe& of Tradition; doth it not hence follow, that neither Scrip- 
turenor Tradition,fignihe any thing without the Churches Authority? 
And conſequently , it muſt needs be the Rule of their Faith ; that is, 
They bclieve themſelves. | | 

Z- Since the Doftrine of the Millenaries was unanimoully reccived 
as an Apoſtolick T radirion in the 2d and 3d Centuries. ot the Church, 
meerly upon the Authority and Antiquity of Papias., who lived pre- 
{ently after the Apoitles; ( and yet by St. Hierom, and many of this 
preſent Age, looked upon as an Impoſture). and it both Irenexs for his 
allcrting char our Saviour (uffered abour the Fifrierh year of his Age, 
and Clem, Alexandrinus, that he dicd for the Sins of World about 
the Thirterh year of his Age, are judged exceeding miſtaken, ( and 


not 


23 | FT, 
not without good ground) pending they both pretended an 
Apoſtolick Tradition, as having conyerſed with Apoſtolick Men; 
(Irenexs having written An. 180. and Clemens, 190.) And in fine, ſince 
in that famous contention about Egfter ( which miſerably aflited the 
Church in the days of P.Vifor, Biſhop of Rome, by dividing the 
Eaſtern Chriſtians trom the Weſtern; one pretended Oral T radition 
from $- Jobn and S. Philip, and the other from $S. Peter and S. Paul } 
may it not be pertinently demanded, What ſtreſs can be laid upon a 
pretence of Apoſtolick T radition ſixteen hundreds years after Chriſt , 
(ſuppoſe it were now become Univerſal ) but eſpecially , when it is 
but the particular Tradition of a particular Church? 

4- What greater certainty can be given, of the uncertainty of Oral 
T radition ( asit is —— — from the Scripture than this 
con{ideration, that of all Chriſt ſaid (and- nodoubr, he ſpoke much 
in point of Morality , which is not expreſſed in the Golpeks) nothing 
is found inany Authentick Record ( aye the Scriptures ) except that 
one expreſhon preſerved by S. Hierom, Be thou never merry, unleſs thou 
ſee thy Brother living in Charity ; for which notable expreſſion, we have 
the ſole Authority of St. Hierom 2 ' | 

5. Since *ris evident from the penult of $. Fobw's Goſpel , at the end, 
as alſo the cloſe of the laſt Chapter, That ozr Saviour did many great 
things, which are not recorded in Holy Scripture, is it not a on By I- 
dence of the grear incertainty of Oral Tradition , that none of all 
thoſe Miracles not found in Scripture, are conveyed to us by any 
warrantable Record ; the Legends which contain {ome of thoſe pre- 
tended Miracles, being rejeCted as Fabulous by the beſt Criticks of 
the Roman Church. 


SECT. XVII. 


Of that Thred-bare Queſtion , Where was your Ghurch 
before Luther 2 


Os, 1. OF thoſe who are ſtill harping on that Thred bare Queſtion , 
where was your Church before Luther > May it nor as per- 
tinently be demanded, Should a Reyolr happen from the Reformed 
Church of England , to Romaniſm again ( which God forbid ) where 
was your Religion before 86, or before ſuch a time? Would they not 
anſwer, at Rome, and in England alſo; only kept under, and obſcurcd 
by Hereticks > And Chriſtianity, though nor ſo viſible, yer was purer 
when its Profeflors dwelt in ——_— and Dens( places of Obſcu 
2 rity 


rity and Privacy ) inthe Reigns of New, Decizs and Dioclefien, than 
when {ome Kings were called irs Nurſing Fathers,and took polileffion 
| of the ſeven Halls, as when it gtoaned under Arianiſm in the days of 
| Conſtantius and Valens. | | 
2. When ſome peremptorily. require from us the Zraof all the 
Popiſh Errors, may it nor be as pertinently, demanded , when the 
| Acephali began (which was ſuch a ridiculous Linſey-Wolſey Hereſie, 
as to be a Compound of theſe Contraries , Neftorieniſm and Entychbia- 
niſm , and yet gave great trouble to.the Church for many years) for 
Baronius and Bellarmin i xg 097- acknowledge, that they know nei- 
ther the Hereſiarch , or the Epocha of the Herelie , nor when Filieg, 
was inſerted by the Latin Church. intothe Creed? And if they know 
not the Xra of their Truths, how can it be rationally expected that 
we ſhould delignthe preciſe times when all their Errors began , ſince 
tis inthe Night Scaſon that the Adycriary ſowes his Tares in the 
Field of the Church 2 
3- It may be demanded, What more pertinency ( amongſt Diſpu- 
ters) is in that old Threed-hare Queſtion, Where was your Church, or Re- 
ligion, b:fore Luther > than in this amongſt Husband-men, Where was 
re Corn before it was weeded} For if our Fore-fathers, under the Pa- 
pacy, embraced therrue Faith , we have itſtill, the Faith nor being 
removed , but the Corruption. x 
4- Since the Church of England obligeth none to belicye any thing 
as neceſlary to Salvation, but what is Binly proved from, holy Scrip- 
ture; and entirely hojds the Apoſtolick Nicene, and Athaxaſian. 
Creeds; and obeys miore Canons of the firſt General Council, 
thoſe oft Rome do ; and approves that Expoſition of Scripture, which 
hath the conſent of the Fathers of the four firſt Centuries: Yea, holds 
all that the Church of Rome held neceſlary for Salvation , for five or 
{ix hundred years together; So that a Romaniſt may turn Proteſtant, 
without adding any Article to his Faithz but a Proteſtantcannor turn 
: Romaniſt, without the addition of many new ones, or novel Inyen- 
Y tions , which bave neither Foundation in Scripture, nor genuin Anti- 
bp quity. May it nor then be moſt rationally concluded, that the Pro- 
reſtan: way 15 the ſureſt and ſafeſt, becaule both ſides agree there- " 
8 F ond that their Church was Jong before Papacy appeared'in the 
orid ? 
5- Since *cis impoſſible ro produce any genuin Work of any of,the 
Fathers, who lived within Four Hundred Years after Chriſt, that po- 
ſirively afſerts the praQtice or the lawfulnels of Prayer in an unknown 
Tongue , of raking away the Cup from-the People, or with-holding 
the Scripzures from the Laicks, or Adoring Images, nor having them 


in 
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"Confeſſions were framedzthenthey can enquire of us, 


in Chucches,the Pope's Infallibility or Supremacy ,Indulgences(in the 
Senſe ot Pope Leothe Tenth ) the Dottrine of mths ( iathe Senſe of 
the Council of Trent ) that there are neither more nor leſs than Seven 
Sacraments , the neceſlity of the right Intentionof the Prieſt for the 
Validity ofa Sacrament, 'T CI, the Limbo of unbaptt- 
zcd Infants, Private Maſles, the Pope's depoling Power , &c. may it 
not more pertinently be demanded of the Romaniſts, Where was Po. 
pery before Boniface the Third , than they can enquire of the Prote- 
ſtants, where was your Church before Luther ? 

6. Since 'tis impoſſible to find any of the Primitive Fathers ( or any 
Chriſtian Writer, a thouſand years after Chriſtand more) who belie- 
vedall the Twelve new Articles of Faith, which P. Pizsthe Fourth 
hath added tothe Apoſtolick Creed ; may it nor be pertincutly de- 
manded of the Romanilſts, Where was your Faith to be tound cntirely 
before the Council of Trent > And is not the Modern Papacy younger 

by many years than Martin Lather himſelf ? 

7. Since not one of the Twelve new Articles of the Creed of P. Pius 
the Fourth is to be found in any ancient Creed;or Confeſhon of Faith 

enerally allowed in the Chriſtian Church ( whence ir isevident that 
they are Innovarions deſtitute of Primitive Authority > may we not 
more pertinently demand of them, Where was Pojacy when thoſe 


here was your 
Church before Luther ? 
8, Since every true Reformation neceſſarily preſuppoſeth Corrugti- 
ons and Errors to have been before it, what Advantage can the Ro- 
maniſts have in charging our Reformation with Novelty 2 For it a 
real Reformation be made.the thing juſtifies it ſelf,and a Reformation 
muſt begin ſometime, and whenever it begins, it 1s cerrainly new : 
Beſides,it ought to be conſidered, that this Gbjettion of Novelty lyes 
againſt all Reformation wharſocycr, tho never ſo neceſlary, and tho 
ings be never ſo much amiſs:S0 that tho ourReformation was as late 

as Luther, our Religion is as ancient as Chriſtianity it (elf, for when 
the Additions which theChutch of Rome hath made tothe ancientChri- 
ſtian Faith, and their Innovations in Practice are pared off,that which 
remains of their Religion is ours; and this they cc nnot deny to be 
every title of it the ancient Chriſtianity : And what other Autwer, I 
pray, could the Fews have given to the like Queſtion, if it had been 
ut to them by the Ancient Idolaters of the World, Where was your 


Religion before Abraham or Mſes > Or what other Anſwer could the 


Primitive Chriſtians have given to thoſe Pagans, who pretended Ve- 
nerable Antiquity andUniverſality tor their Polytheiſm,hut the very 
{ame in ſubſtance, which we now give to the Church of Rome ? And 


it 
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MYDe1o fond asto brand the Proteſtant Religion with Novelty, 
| becauſe of ſome negative Articles ( in oppoſition to the corruptions 
of the Roman Church, which by accident are become a parr of our 
Faith, occaſioned by their Errors)they may as well tax the Primitive 
- Church with Novelty,becauſe the renouncing of the DoQtrines of Ari- 
aniſm at the Council of Nice, of Macedonaiſm at the Council of Con- 
ſtantinople, of Neſtorianiſm at Epheſus , and at Emtychianiſm at Calcedon, 
WS a part of the Catholick Religion after the rie of thoſe He- 
relics. 

9. Bur, (to ſhut up this point) if to pray without Underſtanding, 
to obey without Reaſon , and to believe againſt Senſe, be the ſureſt 
Evidences of the Antiquity ofa Church , then I pray, where is that 
Proteſtant to be fond , who is ſocontentiousfor Priority, as notto 
yield (upon thel2 accounts) the Precedency to the Church of Rome a- 
bove all Chriſtian Societics in the World ? 


——————_ 
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S EC 1. AIL 
Of the Infallibility of the Pope with bis Councilr. 


2s. JF the Pope or Church of Rome be infallible, wherefore arethey 
ſo uncharitable to the World (art leaſt to their own Incorpo» 
ration/asnotto give an infallible Comment on Scripture, but ſuffers 
. her Dottors to write as fallible Comments,and in many things as con- 
trary to each other, as any Proteſtant Divines do > And I cannot ima- 
gine what good Infallibility docs, if an infallible Church has no ber- 
rer means of underſtanding Scripture, than the Comments of tallible 
Men , that is,no better means then every fallible Church hath 2 

2. When the Doftorsof the Roman Church vye Reafons and Ar- 
guments with us Hereticks,and diſpute from Scripture and Antiquity, 
( eſpecially in order to the eſtabliſhing that beloved Palladium of their 
Churches Authority and Infallibility, which thoſe croſs-grain Here- 
ticks deny ) do not they appeal from the Infallibiliry of the preſent 
Church, to eyery Man's private Reaſon and Judgment , as much as 
every Proteſtant does? For it is againſt the very Principles ot Philoſo- 
phy,to imagin thatthe Churches Authority can bea ſufficient Topick 
to prove it {elf. 

3. It a viſible uninterrupted Succeſſion be the Mark of ſuch atrue 
Church, as is the infallible Interprercr of Scripture (as ſome Roma- 
niſtsayer) wherefore is not the Greek Church an intailible Interpreter 
of Scripture, ſince ſhe hath as viſible and uninterrupted Rn 

rom 
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from Chriſt and his Apoſtles to this Day , as the Church of Rome 
has? yea, if we conſult the Catalogues of their Patriarchs of Alex- 
andria and Antioch, we ſhall not find ſo many Chaſma's occaſioned ( in ]. 
thoſe Liſts) by Schiſms, as in the See of Rome. 

4- Since P. Zachary depoſed Virgilins Biſhop of Saltzburge, as an He- 
retick, becauſe he truely maintained, (thoin a very ignorant Age ) 
the Dodtrine of Antipodes ; may it not be pertinently demanded,may 
not he who can miſtake Truth tor Hercſic, alto miſtake Herefic for 
Truth > as no doubt P. Liberins, Virgilins, and Honorizs did. 

5. Since it is confeſſed by Bellarmin«(and divers other eminent Cham- 
pions for that Church) that the Popes Canonizations ate doubrful,and 
{ubjc& to Error ; may 1t not be pertinently demanded, it his infal- 
libility ſhould chance at any time to miſtake ( as I am preity ſure he 
hath done more than once Jin whata pititul caſe are the-Members of 
that Church , who are obliged to inyocate ſuch miſtaken Saints 2 
Would not that be ny 2 | 

6: Since in the firſt and laſt Ages of the Church, there were many 
Schiſms and Hereſies, which ( it we believe Irenens, who lived in the 
Second Ceatury) were as wild and extravagant azany of latter date; 
now if the Fathers who lived in theſe Primitive Ages believed the Ins 
fallibiliry of the Roman Church at thattime, may itnot be pertinent- 
ly demanded, Was there no prudence amongſt them all in going lo far 
about by their endeayours to bring thoſe Herxericks and Schiſmarticks 
to the Touch-ſtone of the Scripture, and next to that, tothe moſt Qr- 
thodox and Catholick Tradition 2 whereas how ſhort and eafic a Deci- 
fion to all Debates might have been fetched hence, had they hat] the 
ſame Apprehenſion of the Authority and Efficacy thereof,by refcrring 
all Controverſies depending to the determination of the Roman 
Church, (the Mother and Miſtris of all} and thar iofallible Conduct 
ſetled therein Bur not one word of that, which makes it more than 
probable, that ſuch holy and wiſe men knew no fuch thing;only when 
they make their Appeals to her after the expreſs Word ot G(3PD, its 
in common with many other Churches, eſpecially thoſe of Apoſtoli- 
cal Foundarion, as is evident from Irenexs, Tertullian, and Sr. Anguitin, 
when they had to deal wich (uch Perſons. | 

7.How can any rational man imagin that the Popes or Roman Coun- 
cils ( which they account General) are fallible , eyen when they arc 
confirmed by Popes,unleſs Errors become Truths,and ContradiCtions 
be reconciled when determined by a Pope andCouncibSince P.Virgilins 
not only confirmed the Fitth General CSncil , which formerly he 
had condemned,but General Councilsconfirmed by Popes have made 
Definitions and Decrects plainly contradittory one to another: Tom 
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the Sixth General Council confirmed by Pope Adrian the Firſt,defined 
that Marriage was diffolved by Herefie : And the Council of Trent 
confirmed by P. Pixs the Fourth, that it could not be ſo : The Council 
of Conftance, confirmed by Pope Martin the Fifth , decreed, that a 
General Council was ſuperiour to the Pope: The laſt Lateran Coun- 
cil, under P. Leothe Tenth, condemned this Decree : fo did it the 
Decree of P. Nicholas the Fitth, who ratified the Council of Baſil, 'as a 
true General Council. 

8 How can any doubt that General Councils confirmed by Popes, 
may err? fince it is ſo manifeſt they haye pow og mr by making 
Decrees {o apparently contradifory to the plain Words and Senſe of 
holy Scripture, that no impartial perſon can any more queſtion it, 
than hecan, whether Thett be forbidden by the eight Command- 
ment : Sa did the Council of Conftance, confirmed by P. Martin the 
Fifth, and Trent, by Þ. Pizs the Fourth, the former in the Decree for 
Laicks communicating in one kind only, notwithſtanding( as them- 
ſelves acknowledpe)that Chriſt inſtituted the Sacrament in both kinds 
and delivered it in both to his Diſciples: The Larter in decreeing, that 
Divine Service ſhould not be in the VulgarTongue, in plain contra- 
diCtion to what S. Puul preſcribes in I Cor. 14. not to ſpeak that the 
Popeis Confirmation of Dofcrinal Definitions, is but a meer Ceremo- 
ny; it being impoſſible tor any man ro make that become true, 
which is falſe ; or that which is falſe, to become true. 

© Since from the fitneſs of an infallible viſible Judge for the Mili- 
tant Church, the Romaniſts are aptto pretend that God hath aCtualy 
appointed ſuch an one, without which God (ſay they) had not made 
{ufficient Proviſions for the aſſurance of man's Faith, and for the 
Peace and Unity of his Church ( or, as it is witha ſtrange kind of ci- 
vility expreſſed in their Canon Law, Aliter Dominues non videretur fuiſſe 
diſcrems, otherwiſe our Lord had not ſeem'd diſcreet) may it not 
be very pertinently urged from this Topick of Humane Appearance, 
that it had been yet more uſctul for the Church, that not only the 
firlt Patriarch by all of them, had been infallible ;yea. and all the 
Biſhops, and Presbyrers of the Chnarch , and if all men had been in- 
tallible, certainly the Church of God would never have been troub- 
led with any Error whatſoever, but the experience of the World de- 
monſtrates that it is not {o. | 

10. Itir be a fit Argumentalways to conclude that God hath done 
fucha thing, becaule the Generality of men judge it expedient to be 
done , may itnot be percintntly demanded, where is that man, who 
conſulting with Fleſh and Blood (T mean humane Reaſon) who would 
not have thought it yery fir,that out Sayiour, after his nm 
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ſhow kd have y raught the \cople of Hieruſalem inthe Temp'e, 
as he-uſed to do, that all the Inhabitants of that great Ciry,(yea all the 
Males throughout the Land being obliged to be there alſo at the Feaſt 
of the Paſſover ) might by an ocular Demonſtration be convinced 
that:our Savi. ur was © an Impoſtor , when he {aid he would riſc a- 
gain the third day? yet the infinite wiſdom thought ir not fit , For his 
wayes are not as our wayes, nor bis thoughts as our thoughts, Iſa. 5 5, 8, 9. 

11. Since itis no leſs beho0fful for the Purity of the Milirant Church, 
ro be ſecured from Vice, than from Error, by ſome infallible means; 
and wher<as the tormer is not pretended to by any, is it not very rea- 
ſonable to put the Romaniſtsto it , ro ſhew from Scripture who this 
Infallible Viſtble Judge is who is i7veſted with that Power, or Com- 
miſhon ; eſpecially when it is conſidered that oar Judge of Contro- 
yerſies in the Church is now become our greateſt Controverſie ? Be- 
fides thar, it would puzzle any man to give a good reaſon wl'y GOD 
ſtould rake more care to ſecure men againſt Errors in Belief , than a- 
gainſt Sin and 'Wickednels in their Lives. 

42. If an infallible viſtble Judge be ſuch an adequate means to de- 
termin all Controyerſics in matters of Religion , which happen in the 
Militant Church, Casthe Romaniſts pretend) how came it to pals that 
there wereſo many Schilms and Herefies too in the Apoſtles times, 
when thoſe who goyern'd the Church were certainly guided by an In- 
fallible Spirit? . 

13. Can the fierceſt Bigot of Popery prove from holy Scripture,that 
the Pope is infallible C in the Popiſh Senſe of the World ? ) I know 
that ſome fly the abſurdity , by hiding the Pope in the Church, but 
if the Church be infallible , it is ſo as its repreſentative in General 
Councils, or diffuſive in the whole body of Chriſtians; and then what 
is Infallibility to the Church of Rowe, more than to any other particu- 
lar Church > And how ſhall that which is common to all, give power 
ro one over all 2 And what is ito the Pope aboye another Biſhop or 
Patriarch ? ; | 

14. Since the Council of Trent hath determined that Infants ſhould 
not be Communicated, becaule they cannot examine themlſelves,nor 
diſcern the Lord's Body , who can doubt but that Popes, with their 
Councils, and Roman Church, haveerred in their Belief and PraQtice 
of the Communion of Iofants long ago, it being paſt all doubt that for 
{ome Hundreds of Years it was ſo. in the Roman Church ? 

15. Was not the Apoſtle to blame, to ſay there muſt be Hereſies 
and Diviſions among You , and not to tell them , there muſt be alſo 
an infallible Judge among you to obviate ſuch pertinacious Errorgand 
Schiſms, it {o berthat had appointed any ſuch infallible yilible 
Judge to be for eyer in his Church ? E 16, It 
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16. Ifthe many Difſentions inthe Proteſtant Churches ( as is pre- 
rended) make this infallible viſible Judge alwayes neceſſary,how is it 
that this lole Remedy is found (o ineffectual againſt the Diviſions in 


the Roman Church, and that there are ſo may Differences there a- - 


bout Infallibility ir ſelf, the manner and ſubject of it 2 ſo that many 
Romaniſts (not of the dulleſt brains) being aſhamed of ir, haye be- 
taken themſelyes to Tradicion inſtead thereof. 


SECT. X& 
Of the Poper Supremacy. 


On 1, Clue the Reaſon aſſigned by the Council of Calcedon, giving 

equal Priviledges to the Patriarch of Conſtantinople wich him 
of Rome, is becauſe 01d B:zantinm was become Nova Roma, that is, the 
Emperours had fixed their Habitations there, might not Milan and 
Ravenna have claimed the ſame Priviledge , ſcing ſome Emperours 
did honour thoſe Cities with their Preſence many years? 

2. Had not the African Churches as good reaſon to decline the pre- 

tended Authority of the Biſhops of Rome, as the Churches of Cyprus 
to rcjet the Juriſdiction of the Patriarch ot Antioch (from which libe- 
rated at laſt by the Third General Council ) ſince they had till a 
Primat of their own; and were no more within the Roman Patriar- 
chat, than C = was within that of Antioch ? 
3. Since all © * Perſons hine inde, acknowledge a Primacy of Order 
10 S.Peter (cither tor his Apge,or his being firſt called ro be an Apoltle, 
or for his Zeal,or ſome other reaſon beſt known to his Lord and Ma- 
ſer ) it being impoſſible that any Society ſhould remain long wich- 
out Confuſion ( far leſs rhat it ſhould continue well ordered ) which 
hath not one appointed to be the Mouth thereof ; it may therefore 
be pertinently demanded if any Romaniſt can produce any place of 
Scripture which importsa formal Juriſdi&ion in S: Peter, which: was 
not at ſome other time vyouchlated on the Cathulick Church at leaſt 
on the reſt of the Apoſtles ? | | 

4 Dato ſed non conceſſo, that St. Peter had a Primacy of Juriſdiftion 
over all the General Memters of the Catholick Church; wheretore 
might not this have been a perſonal Priviledge and intranſmiſfible to 
any Succeſſor,no leſs than the Grads Myſaicus was toany-otherProphet 

5. Upon what Grounds do Bellarmin and others call Chriſt's Inge- 
mination of theſe Words, Feed my Sheep,the peculiar Priviledge of St. 
Peter, above all the reſt of the A poltles, ſince St. Awguſtm, and St. Cy- 
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ril of Alexandria call it the 7 Penance of St. Peter fox denying 
|  hisLord and Maſter, which none of the reſt had done 3 
6 Since the Primitive Fathers by Rock in the 16th of $ Mathew, 
generally underltood cither Chriſt himielf, or that excellent Con- 
teſſion of St. Peter , where then doth his peculiar Prerogative lye 
| in theſe Words 2 "4% 
7. SuppNe our Saviour did mean by St. Peter, when he ſaid;On this 
Rock will I bail4 my Church, (alluding to his name by way of Empha- 
fis, not excluſion) I pray; where is yer the peculiarity of St. Peter's 
| Priviledge. ſince if we believe either St. Pax, or St John in his Reve- 
| lation, rhe reſt of the Apoſtles were Fundations as well as he 2 for I 
| hope none will call him the Chief Corner ſtone. Wn NS, - 
8. Since the generality of the ancient Fathers look uport Petex(both 
in his excellent C onfethion, and Promiſe made to hini,as perſonat- 
ing the Car':olick C hurch )and that what our Saviour there promi- 
a, was after his RelurreCtion fulfilled, as we may read, Fohn 20. 
\21, 22,23, Where I pray you, isSt.Peter*s ſpecial Prjvitedge aboye the 
* reſt ot the Apoſtles, lince our Saviour ſaid to cheery all alike,” Af my 
4 Father ſent Me.ſs ſend Ton t (and I (uppole St. Peter conld nor havea 

| ſublimer Mith--n than our Saviour ) and breathed- upon themr all, 
and ſaid , Receive ye the boly Ghoſt, n h:ſe fins ye remit, 8C. : 

9 But whateyer ſenſe cheſe words of St. Fobn may havg, or theſe -. 

of St. Matthew, doth ir nor evidently appear, tf{Kwhar fr Saviour 
omiſed ro St Peter, Mat. 15. was given to the Catholick Chureh,at | 

3 alt to the reſtof the Apoſtles as well as Peter ;- in Matth.. 18. 18 in: 

i the ſame words of St. Maz. !6. our Saviour himſelf having” expoun- 

[. ded the Power of the Keys. by that of bindiggand looſing 2 ' © |, 

Io. Since after that Pr umile made to ft. Pater, Mat. 18:we find the 

Apoſtles(more then once |) controverting folgSuperiorircF4, may itnor 

3 ver algal be prefiancd tha' H. Jelus (the wilder of the Eacher 
and. Prince of Peace ) having taken norice-bfthat Ambitious Debare, 

would once haye unleceived them, by tefling them , thac tho- the 

. Deſporical Power of the Gentile Kings or Governours ſhowd be tar 

| retnoved from them, yet their minds ſhould bear ret, '* ie he. 
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+ * hadalrady inveſted St. Peter with 2 paternal Aurhority or - Ec&left- 
| '- aftical Jariditti.nover them, -when he promiled ro him.theKeyes + 
1 ofche Kingdom of Heaven ; but fine& tour Saviour's 'Teproot we | : 
; find nofuch infinuarion, may, it norhe pertinently doubted: if ever * - 
ke meant-any (ich marter 2 > $: 1:70 A 
} JJ 42.1} woutd demand. how theenfiiing particulars can-be reconci-. _ 
lcd to-atormal Jurildiftion of 5. Pethr over the reſt of the Apgſtles,1,/.* + 
the carcot all the churches being po eycry one ofthem iſe >. 
3 2B. 2 Fy "_ 
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dum.. %. St, Peter was {cat by the Apoſtles and Elders at Hierwſalem 


ro Samaria he that gave the Commithon having rather the Authority, 
than the Perſon commiſſtonated.)) 3. His being called to an account 
for conyerling withCornelivs rheCenturion inCeſaria,and other Gentiles 
by thoſe at Hreruſalem , velut vebementer infenſi; as $. Chryſoftom plira.cth 
ic.) 3. If St. Peter wasthen the Suprem- Governour, wheretoie dil not 
the controverting Chriſtians at Antoch addreſs firſt ro him in order 
to the indifting of a Council } 5. Wherefore did St. Zamez prelide 
therein, and by his Verdict determine the Controverſic(it we believe 
Euſebins and Epiphanizs ) and not Sr. Peter, on which account, and be- 
cauſe he was the firſt Biſhop of Hieruſalm , and of the + hriſtian 
World, Epiphanins politively aflerts thac St. James was inveſted by our 
Saviour with a Superiority over all the Apoſtles. 6. Wheretore was 
not that Decree iflucd torth in the Name of Peter, it he was the Mo- 
narch of the Church> 9. Why wasSr. Pax! lo immethodical toreck- 
on fames before Cephas or Peter, and fo arrogant as tolay, that he 
was, in nothing, inferiour to the ch'iefeſt Apoſtles ( for 1t St. Peter 
was his Superiour, he came ſhort of him in ſomething,which is very 
material, and that is Authority.) 8. Was not St. P.ul a very un- 
manunerly Vaſlal to rebuke his Lord and Maker for Judaizing ; and 
ſo ſolemnly, that both Jews and Gentiles were witneſs to the Reproof! 
g. How could St. Cyprian fay that the reſt of the Apoſtles were the 
lame that Sr. Peter was, parti conſortio prediti honoris & poteſtatis > Pi- 
nally, How could Ewſebixs aver (in his Old Edirions, before they ſuf- 
fered the Index _p___— d that Peter, _ and 7obn were ap- 
pointed Princesof the Apolilcs, and that theſe three were equal 2 

12. Since P. Leo the Tenth, with the conſent and approbation of 
the Lateran Council ( which they account General ) Cceclares that our 
Bleſſed Sayiour did inſtitute St.Peter(and his Succ«flors in the Roman 
See) his Vicars, to whom, by the Teſtimony of the Book of Kingy, 
it was ſo neceflar ro yeild Obedience , that whoſocyer would not , 
was puniſhed with Death :( thus Binizs Comneil. Tom. G,. ic may be per- 
tinently demanded, it they have Five Books ot. Kings, fot in the Vul- 
gar Vctſion (which haye tour of that namexhere js.not one SyYabie 
which inſinuates any ſuch matter 2 | 

13. If che Biſhop of Rome was jnveſted Jure Divie, with an univer- 
fal Juriſdition oyer the Catholick Churchyor it the Roman Church, 
either in its Heads or Members, ſeverally, or inall conjundtly be in- 


ducd with an infallible Spirit z how cornes-it to paſs that all the anti- 


ent Apologiſts were guilty of ſuch a Supine Negligence (trom Jufti 

Martyr, the firſt of them, who lived, Aung wy —500 t/a 

ly,who dycd about the middle of the Fifth Cemmty Jas nevertomen- 
| tion 
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tion that moſt admitable Prerogative of theRoman Chnrch above 
all the Socities1n the Workd , fince ſome of them deſcendto many 
minur Particulars , which are long ago oblolete and out of date in 
all the Churches of (hrift > . 

14 It it bea fufficienr Anſwer for the Silence of the Apolcgiſts,to 
fay, that they are ſo ſuccin&t.chat they had no room for fuch a mat- 
ter? For though it iscafily granted, that of Afraner, Melizo, Duadratur, 
and Ariftides, we have but Shreds in Ewſebmes; and that Arbenagoras, 
Tatian, Theopbilus, Antiochenus, Minntins Falix, Cyprian ad Demetrianum, 
7. Firmicus Maternus , arc very brief; not to ſpeak of raany Otations 
written by the Father s againſt Julianche Apoſtate,the 'ſewsand Gen- 
tiles in gencral ( which are allo reckoned among the Apologifts, and 
are yer bricter ) yetthe wwo Apologies of Faſtin Martyr, with his Di- 
alc gue with Teypon the Jew; all the works of Clem. Alexandrinus , fave 
his pedagogus, the veger Fee of Tertullien, with his lefler 
ad \ capxlom.and {ome Bouks againſi the Jews and Gentiles the cight 
Bcoks of Origen againſt Celſms, the ſeven Beoks of Arnobins contra 
Gentes, and {0 mai y of Laftantizs his Inſtitutions, Exſtbjuer de demon- 
ftratione & preparatione Evangeliea, S. Auguſtin his 22 Buoks de civitate 
Dei, Theodoret his 12 Books de curandis Grecorwm affeftibus; all theſe are 
pretty Voluminous: yet ne gr« quidem, not the leaſt word or infinua- 
tion of any (uch prodigious priyiledge of the Roman Chnrch, either 
in its Head or Members. | ; 

15. What greater Elogy could have been given by any of the Fa- 
thers to S. Peter, than that which S. Chryſsftom applicsro $. Pal, rhar 
he was the Light of all the Churches, the Foundation of the Faith, 
the Pillarand Ground of Truth? 

16 Might notthe Biſhop of Anziveb have claimed by virtue of 
Succeſſion, a Vuperioriry over all Organical Members of the Ca- 
tholick Church, as well as the Biſhop of Romez fince it iscertain, S. 
Peter reſided (ſeven years at Antioch; and it cannot be preyed trom 
any authentick Record, that he was one year at Reme 2 

17. Mav not the Biſhop of Hierxſalim ( which is the mother of us 
all ) with better reaſon claim an univerſal Monarchy over the 
Chuch, by virtue cf tucceffion ; fincc the unqueſtionable head of 
the C hurch d = there? And S. James the Lord's Brother was un- 
queſtionably the firſt Biſhop of the Chriſtian World ; whence F pi- 
r_—_ concludes, that the Principality over the Church was due to 

im, and nt to S, Peter. 

48. Since its granted by Belarmin and others, that St Peter's Mar- 
tyrdom at Rome was bur accidental (there being no Scripture Pro- 
miſc, or Catholick Tradition tor it) canthe Biſtop of Rome, by vir- 


rue 


# rue af his See, 
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s See, "pretend to St. Peter's:Spirit and Power, upon better 
grounds than Vibizs Rufus did tothe Genius of the Great Ceſar be- 
cauſe he bought his Chair 2 

19. Could any of the Fathers have Complemented the Biſhop of 
Rome: with an higher Hyperbole , than Syneſies the Biſhop of Cyrene 
did his Patriarch Theophilus of Alexandria ( none ot the belt of men, 
for he was a great Perſecutor of $. Chryſoftom ) by calling his Advice 
a Divine Reſponce, and an Heavenly Oraclc ? 

20. Can any Inſtance be given of any Biſhop of Rome, who before 
the famous Council of Nice, preſumed toexetrciſe any proper Att of 
JuriſdiQtion,wichout the proper Bounds of hisownPatriarchat,called 
the Suburbicarian Churches, except P. Yi#or; who for att:mpring 
to Cenſure others wichour his own Yrecin&, was ſeyerely reprehen- 
ded by Irenens; and P. Stephen, wbo was juſtly cenſured by St.Ciprian? 

21. Since to be the ultimare Obzet of Appcals ( or dernier beſort, 
as the French phraſe it is the eſſential Priviledge of all Monarchs is 
it accountable, that the Couucil of Nice bclieved the Biſhop of Remes 
Supremacy over the Catholick Church, when ic determined, tat 
all Appeals during the intervalls of general Councils, ſhould be de- 
termined in the Provincial Synor's, or by the reſpeQtive Patiiarchs; 
and that there ſhould beno Appeal from the one to the other > 

22. If the Churches of Africa believe the Popes Supremacie ro 
be jure divino, how could 217 Biſh ps in the Gth. Conncil of Carthage, 
(whereof S. Auguſtin was one) have oppoled Three Popes fucceſlively 
in the martter of Appeals to Kome ; and condemned all thuie as 
Schiſmaricks, who did thus Appcal z and madea formal {eparation 
of their Churches from the Roman, up.n the account of its Hiegal 
and Uncharitablc Incroachments 2 

2} It that ſeparation was un juſt how comes $. Augnitin to be re- 

uted over all the Chriſtian World, and at Kome too, an eminent 
int ? ſince he died, (as the Romaniſts think) in attual and unre- 
pented Schifmyſince S.Augnftin denied the PopesSupremacy in matter 
of Appeals to Rome, no {eſs than Henry the Eight of England ; might 
not P. Celeftin as jultty have excommunicated S. Amuguſtin, as P. Paul 
the Third, did Henry the Eighth ot England > 

24 Since by many of the Epiſtles of Gregory the Great tothe Em- 
perour Mawritizs, and fohn the Patriarch of Conſtantinople, its appa- 
rent, that hedeclares all thoſe Prelates who uſurp the Titles of C)e- 
cumenical Patriarch, Univerſal Biſhop,and Head of'the Catholick 
Church, tobe For:runners, or Harbangers of Antichriſt; 'may it 
nct be pertinently demanded, if all thoſe Popes who fre #1 ' Boniface 
the Third inclufiyely, haye afte&ed thoſe T ules, do not m_ _ 
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demnodthy the Jalguew co "ogy decefſour as Antichriftiany ' 

25. If ir be the Popes Prerogative (as the Romaniſts d)to 
aſſemble all the general Counci's, how did it chance, that during a 


Thouſand years after Chriſt,and more, there was not an Occumeni- 
cal Synod in aly, no notinall. the Weſt, { unleſs that of Frank ford 
be accounted one, which was-indifted by Cherlemainagainſt the Con- 
yenticle at Nice) and that ray oenegiry defirous to: have one in 
Itsly, is moſt cyident from the s of P. Leo the Firſt ( none of the 
meaneſt ſpirited Popes ) to Theodofins the Younger, his Siſter Pulebe- 
ria, the-Emperour ianns,; alentinian the Third , with Exdoxia 
the Empreſs; whom he did Supplicate on his Knees, with many 
Tears, ( thus he phraſcth: ir) for a. Council to be holden in haly a- 
inſt rhe Extychians ; bur could neycr obtain hisdefire , as to that 
ircumſtance. | 
26. If the Ernperours were nothing elſe but the Popes Mandatarij 
in the indiQting of Councils (as ſome term them) what could be the 
reaſon that P. Yigilizs, being perſonally in Conftantimaple ;, would not 
Countenance the 5th general Council, aſſembled there by Fuſtinian 
the Great, till he was hal'd thereto by the Authority of the Empe- 
rour, and forced to obey the Mandat of his ptetended Mandatarins,in 
cnccining the tris Capituls, which by a former Conſtitution he had 
approved ? AF 
_ It the Confemacion of a general Council by the Pope, be ſo 
neceſlary all irs aQts are valid wityout it, ( as ſome Ro maniſts 
prete xd ) how could the Patriarchs of Conftentinople be ſo irregular, as 
to poſleſs the place in ali ſuccceeding Councils (where they were pre- 
{ent ) which the 2d-and 4+ | ur Councils had allotted to them , 
notwithſtanding ot all che Proreſtations of P, Leothe Firſt , and his 
Fucceſlors. againſt thcſe Ci uncilA As ? 


28. Since the Biſhops of the Primitive Church were promiicuouſly - 


termed Popes, ( trom the 1d Greek word Pappas which fignifies a 
Father )their Epilc | Sees, Thrones, and Empires,and themſelves 
( how (mall ſoever their Diocels were) wete alſo called Princes ( it 
we believe 8. Gregory Nazianzen, and S$. Hilaryof Paiftiers) all were 
termed the Succeflors of the Apoſtles, and _ asto the intrinſick 
Power of Biſhops , whether it werethe little Biſhoprick of Exgubino, 
compared with that of Kome ; Rhegium with that of Conſtantinople ; 
Tanis with Alexandria ; ( if we give Faith to $, Hierom }) therefore it 
may pertinently be. demanded, What ſolid Grounds had Hildebrand 
to Monopolize thoſe Tirtlcs to the Boſhop of Kome ? | 
29. Ifrhe Romaniſtscan produce any Authentick Author for the 
Decreral Epiſtles of all the Popes , from Clemens to P. Sirvins, ( that 
1s 


"Tet 


istothe middle, atthe lexft, of a+ mbar pet though they have 
made up a confxderable patr of the ( Law.before h icwlfrec Arch- 
biſhop of Mentz, who: lived -yoo'yeats ater thoſe Vopes were dead. 

30. Since the'Belief of an Infallible Headſhip m the Biſhop of Rome, 
is with many Romanitts, .the'reFoh why they receive their Articles 
of Faith ; muttit notrhew be 'the'fundatmencs[Ardicle of all ochers? 
And ought it not to be the beſt atreſted'by ſome plain places of Scrip- 
ture; and not leaveby its fitence this ſole-vitible Vicegerent of 
Chriſt, ro the Suſpicion of bearing witneſs 10himfclt 7 

? 1, Siaceche Pope receives his Office-with'an Oath, rooblerve the 
Apoſtolick Canons (asthey are terti6ed) withihe Canons of the Eight 
firſt general Connci's; and notwichftanding., its evident from the 
35 and 36 Cations of the Apoſtles, or the 33 and 34 Canons, as Bi- 
niw hath them j that theſe are direAly againſt the Poprs Supremacy, 
as alſo the 6 and 7 Canons of the Firſt general Cauncil ; the 9g, 17, 
and 28 Canonsof rhe Fourth-general/Council: the Fifrh,in condemn- 
ivg the Sentence of P. Vigtiner, 7 in favour of the tria Capiruls) tho he 
was very vehement intheeule : the -Sixth -and $tventh, 1m con- 
demning P. Honorizs of Hereſtc : the Eigth and 1aft,* by impoſing a 
Canon upon the Church of Rome, -and chall-noing Obedience chere- 
unto, ( viz. its condemning a cuſtonr of the Sabbath Faſt in Lenr) 
may we not very rationally hence conclude, that the Farhers during 
eight hundred and ſeventy years after Chriſt, knew no {7c thing as 
the Popes Supremacy by vine Right, or any Rightarall , ſeing 
they oppoſed it : And that they did nor believe theTofattibilicy of the 
Church of Rome, that they had no Tradition of either that Sopre- 
macy or Infallibiliry, that it is in vain to plead Antiquity in the Fa- 
thers, or Councils, or Primitive Church for either :.and that the'Ca- 
nons of theſe eight general Councils, being rhe {ertfe both of the an- 
cient and the profeſſed Faith of the preſent Church of Rome , the 
Popes Authority muſt needs ſtand condemned by the Catholick 
Church art this day,by theancieit Charch, andthe prefent Charch of 
Rome her (elf, asſhe hoids Communien (ar leaſt in Profelfionwith the 
ancient ? And in fine, how can the Chutth of Rome cſcape'the charge 
of Herelie? for he who believes the Popes Supremacy, denies in cf- 
fe, the cight firſt general Councils, ( at leaft in that point) and 


that's Hereſie ; and he who believes the Conncil of Trent, believes 
the Article of the Popes Supremacy ; therefore he who believes the 
Council of:Trent , doth not believe the eight firſt general Councils, 
and thercfo1c is guilty of Herefie: And /howcan any Pope evade the 
Brand of &chiſm, ( the fouleſt that ever the Church groaned under ) 
aggravated with the horrid crime of . Perjury ; ſince the Pope ( as 


ſuch) 


— 


" thus, quatenues Pope, he 


* 3. 

ſuch) profeſſeth to belieye , and LEG ty govern! the ;CGhurch ac- 
cording to the Canons of the firſt General Councils , yer openly 
claims, and profeſledly | 19s a power condemned by them all ; 

| nds guilcy of Separation from the Ancient 
Church; and as Head ofa new and ſtrange Socicty , draws the Body 
of his Faftion after him into the ſame Schiſm, in fla contradiQion ro 
the ancient Church, and to that ſvlem Oath by which alſo the Pope, 
as Pope, binds himſelf ( at his Inauguration) to maintain the Do- 
Arine and PraQtice thereof. 
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SECT. XXL 


Of the Popes Depoſing Power. 


9%, 1. Ylnce the Fourth Lateran Council, under Innocent the Third, 

promiſed a Plenary Pardon of all cheir Sins , anda greater 
Degree of Glory hereafter, to thoſe who did extirpate Hereticks ; if 
it may not be preſumed that this moſt beuntitul Profter doth animate 
Traitors to murther their own Princes, whom Rome hath declared 
Hererical ? 

2. What greater reaſon is there of expounding theſe words ſpoken 
to Jeremy, ( 1 bave ſet thee over Kings to root out, to pluck, up, and 
of the Pop's Supremacy, and Depoſing power , ( as both Innocent the 
Third, and the Canon Law do) than had the Donatits of applying 
thoſe. words in the Canticles , ( Tell me , O thou whom my Soul loveth 
where thaggfeedeft , where thou makeſt thy Flock to reſt at Noon ) to the Flock 
of their Party in the Southern Country of Africa? 

3- Ifany be ſo quick-ſighted asto find the Popes Univerſal Monar- 
chy and ſing Power in thele Words , Feed my Sheep ( Heretical 
Princes being thoſe Wolves which are to be dtiven away as hurtful 
tothe Flock ) may not ſuch a Lyncean-Eye by a like kind of Interpreta- 
tion find this other myſtery in the Words, that all Chriſtians are 
WY becauſe Sheep are ſilly Creatures 2 t 

4- Since the ine of Depoſing Power in Popes (by which I 
mean not only their gens Monarchs, bur alſo 
the expoſing their Dominions asa juſt Prey to the fixſt Invader ) is 
{ tothe Chriſtian Religion in the Eyes of all ſober Roma- 
niſts, and hath been found ſo milchieyousto =_ Sovereign Princes; 
wherefore was not that deſtruftive Dofrine condemned by ſome Ge- 
neral Council, they having had many which they account ſuch, ſince 
the Fourth il of Lateran z,_— Innocent the Third , where 

ir 
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5e was certainly defined, Ierihenxcall iran Article of Faith, a Polar 
of Diſcipline, or what they will © + 

5. Since it is eyidentfrom: Baroniys, Binins, Platina, Onnphiras, and 
many others, that Gregory the 7th( nick-named Heldebrand') did'cx- 


communicate Henry the 4#þ., Emperour of Germany: P. Paſchal the 24, 
Henry the 5th. Alexander the 34, Frederick; the: 1ff, Innocent the 4th, 
Frederick the 24, Boniface-the 8rb, Philip che Fait of France :. Fulins the 
24, Lewis the 12#þ , with him who was King oft Navarre at that rime 
Con which putrid Title Ferdinand the Catholick: ſeized: on his King- 
dom ) and that Alexander the.3d. did alſo excommunicare Henry the 
2d. of England: And Innocent the 3d, King Fobn, ( fix years before the 
Reſignation of his Crown inze-the hands ot that Popes Legar; ) may 
it not be juſtly doubted, if they who can confidently aver that never 
any Pope preſume toexcommunicate an abſoiute Prince, did ever 
_ _ Hiſtories , if ſo be they haye pur in Print what they did 
think ? | . 

6, Whether that place, 1 Pen. 2. 13. which is gue by P. Innocent 
the 3d. in his arrogant Epiſtle to the Emperour of Conſtantinople, doth 
prove that the Pope is as much-greatcr thai: the Emperor, as the Sun 
1s greater than the Moon> which ſtrange Compariſon is inſerted: by 
Gregory the 9th. into the Body of the Canon Law z and everfince 
contimied ir allthe Editionsofthat Law. : 

7. If Gregory the great imagined himſelf ſuperiour-to the Emperor 
Mauritius, and not rather mich his inferiour, wherr be wrotoro rbat 
Emperor,that in obedience to-his Commands he had publihed' one of 
his Laws,which himſelf judged ſcarce agreeable r6rhe Law-of GO! 

8. If according to the Dof@rine of the ( hurels Rowre )" it-caf 
properly be called Rebellion torcfiſt and dethrone a depoſed Prince, 
or if it can betermed true Loyalty to defend him? Since«Higdepofing 
Doftrine doth import,that when a Prince is depoled by the-Amrhort 
ty of their Church,they abſolye their S1bjeas from their Praky, and 
then it is no Rebellion to take up Arms. | wed 

g. Since the depoſing Do&rine hath been decreed and praQiſed by 
their Popes and General Councils, and that no Pope- or Councit fince 
Gregory the 7th. hath ever condemned ic; and that rhe Jefuitesdo- ſtill 
maintaia it, (their greateſt Champions, Bellarmine, Swzrez, Becan, 
Gretzer, Mariana, Sanfarellus, and many others, havivg expreſly de- 
clared for it ) yea, tho the preſent Pop? ( who is not the- worſt of rhe 
Pack ) did lately cen{ure ſome other Jeſuitical DoCtrines (as'grear Imz 


moraliti-s } yet he thought fir to let the depoſing Doftrine eſcape 
without Cenſure ; may we not juſtly admire how ſome of this Age 
haye the Effrontory to out face all Mankind ( who have Eyes = — 

cads, 
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| Heads,andSkill.enough to read che Decrees of theitPopes and Coun- 
| cils) by laying that'the pe Joey is not the Doftrine of the 
CR « war. but han Darey HF G . 
- 10. As for thole who Found'theur Loyalty apon this Suppoſition 
| | that che depoling I2ottrine is. age. che Dottrine heRomen Charch: 
| doth not ehis Hyporhcls affordatluewd Suſpicion , that if it were the 
Dodtrine ot the'Chnrch of Rome, orever ſhould be fo, or they ſhould 
ever be.convinced that it is {o, theatheywould be for the depoling of 
Princes no le(s than thoſe, who atthis Day believe it to be the Po. 
Arine thereof ? 
11. May it notbe juſtly doubted, whatever ſome lictle inferiour 
People in Communion with the Churchiof Rowe:think of thefe Mar- 
ters, while rhe Governing part of the Church. believes otherwiſe, as 
| they certainlydo,at ithis day (if.che Pope and his Adherents are the 
Goyerning Part ). Princes have noſecurity that Popes will not chal- 
lenge and cxercile this Authority, but their want of Power to do it , 
which is wholly owing tothe Reformation; for till Princes had Sub- 
jets who valued not the Popes Authority, they themſelycs'were the 
opes Vaſlals, and muſt neceſſarily be fo again,could they extinguiſh 
this peſtilent Nothern Hereſie ( as they phraſe it )) the great Fault of 
which is,thar it hath given Strength and Security co Princes,by weak- 
| ning the Popes Pretenſions. 
12. Since the Council of Conftunee owns the 4#4h. Council of Lateran - 
for a General Council, 8eff, 3p. (where the depoling Power is as ex> 
pu declared as any thing can be, 1wnleſs Men will quibble'upon 
ords, and make Nonſcuſe of them ) and that P. Martin the 5#b. 
in his Bull for the Confirmation. ofthe Council of Conſtanee, Sf. 45. 
givesthe Senſe of the ag_—_ of that Council , :Sefſ. 15. may 
| 1t not be very pertinently aſſerted , that the {aid Gouncil condemns 
only the killing of a Tyrant,and not of an Heretick, and the killing 
| of a Tyrant, who is not condemned and depoſed, not of one who 1s 
excommunicated for 'Heteſie; for that laſt Clauſe, without expeRing 
the Sentence and Command of a Jud uppoles that ir may be a very 
| lawful & meritorious AC to kill ach Princes as are depoſed by Su- 
| periour Judges, that is, by the Pope or Council; which is the only Au- 
thoriry that ever pterended to judge or depeſe Sovercign Princes; and 
therefore when -Swarez was urged with this Decree; he anſwered , 
Defenſ:FiteiJib. 6.cap. ty Where do-you find tn the Atty of that Comncil, that 
| this extends to Princes exconimunieated or depeſed by the Pape ? 
| 13. 1f we may take and leave of the Roman Councils what we 
E- pleale, and be good Cathoticks ſtill ; wherofore may we not reject 
the Decrecs of their Councils = I Tranſubſtantiation , Purgatory, 
| 2 uy 
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' Iriwlgences, the Invocation of Saints, and Worſhip of Images, &e. 
and continue as good Catholicks as they are, who renounce = Au- 
thority of their Councils as to the depoſing Power 2 
14. Since P. Pal the 5th-/ Anno 1606. ) by a Breve written to the 
Engliſh Catholicks, declared and taught them, as Paſtor ofqheir Souls, 
that the Oath of Allegiance, eſtabliſhed by Parliament , ( 3. Fac. 1; ) 
cannot be taken without violating the Chriſtian Faith , and injuring 
the Salvation of their Souls, as containing many things which are 
manifeſtly contrary to Faith and Salyation : Now, (as the Author of 
the Firſt Treatiſe againſt the Oath of Allegiance, called , The Jeſuits 
Loyalty,well obſerves)there are not in it (aw/ta) many thingsto which 
this Cenſure is p5ſhbly applicable, unleſs this be one , that the Pope 
hath no Power to depoſe the King, or abſolve his Subje&s from the 
Oath of Allegiance; now when in Obedience tothe Pope, the Roman 
Catholicks have to this day obſtinately refuſed this Oath (ſome very 
few excepted, who were Anathematized at Rome for doing (o) is there 
not reaſon to ſuſpett ; that they are not clear in tais Point ? and that 
they who will 'not abjure ſo pernicious a Do&rine , may be per{wa- 
ded to praQtile it when time ſerves, and then let any man judge what 
ſecurity here is of their Loyalty 

15- As for thoſe Loyal Engliſh Romaniſts, who will not allow the 
Depoſing Doctrine to be the Do&rine of the Church of Rome, though 
they acknowledge it to haye-heen Decreed by Popes and Councils N 
becauſe all the Ages before Gregory the Seventh,were p-ſitively againſt 
the DepoſingDodtrine, that this-was a Doftrine brought in in the 1 12h 
. Century, againſt the Judgement and Pratice of Ten betore, and that 
all the Fathers were-againſt it; muſt they not needs go upon theſe 
Principles, t. That Popesand Councils may. and have decreed ſuch 
Doftines as are contrary to Scripture and Catholick Tradition 
2. That no good Catholick is bound to own ſuch Do&rines,though 
decreed by Popes and Councils ? 3. That this Doftrine (although fo 
decreed) is not the Doftrine of the Catholick Church > 4. That 
men are good Catholicks , not by adhering to the DoQtrine of Popes 
and Councils , bur to the Scriptures, expounded by Primitive and 
Catholick Tradition ? Theſe are indeed the better Subje&s, for ad- 
hering tothoſe Principles; for thoſe are the very Principles on which 
ourReformation is ftounded,and by which we juſtifie our ſelves againſt 
the Innovations of the Church of Rome : Burt though theſe Principles 
will juſtifie the Reformation, yet they will not prove,: that thisDe- 

poſing DoQrine is not taught by the preſent Church of Rome. 
16. Butto ſhut up all thele Queries concerning that vile ing 
DoQtrine, I deſire only to be informed, what Roman Catholick:- Na. 
tion, 


tion, who had all the Power f heithands would: haye fuffered a 
Proteſtant Prince to Succeed quietly to his Throne We know how 
it fared with Henry the Fourth of France , ( notwithſtanding the Par- 
liament of Paris , burnt Mariana's Book ) and what Henrician Here- 
ticks in thoſe days ſignified; but our Church teaches bener, and the 
True Sons of the Church praftiſe berterz and we hope they ſhall never 
have reaſon to repent of what they have done. 
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SECT. XXIL 
Of their Uncharitableneſ s to all other Chriſtians, 


9s. 1. fÞ» can they be vindicated fromHypocriſie in a very high 
degree ( b:{1lerheic Uncharitableneſs) who after they 

have Condemned an Heretick,and delivered him to the Secular Judge 
to be burnt, yet thus beſpeak him , Ye paſſionately defire you for the 
Love of God , and in regard of Piety, Mercy, and our Mediation, you would 
free this miſerable perſon from all danger of Death, or-mutilation of Members ; 
How can this be reconciled. to the 20 Cap. of: the 25. Se. of the 
Council of Trent about Reformation > 

2, Since Boniface the Eighth hath determined, that it is indiſpen- 
fably neceflary forall men, to believe the Biſhop of Rome to bethe 
Oecumenical Patriarch, the Univerſal Biſhop, the- Viſible Head and 
Monarch of the Catholick Church, the Infall:ible Door of its Faith 
and Manners, S. Peters Succeſſor. and Chriſts Sole Vicar upon Earth, 
C which, Arrogant T itles are now become a part of their Canon Law, 
and occur frequently in the ſixth Book of the Deeretalia } may it 
not be pertinently demanded, Where was their Charity to all Chri- 
ſtians before the time of Boniface the Third, ( who dyed in the 71h 
Century ) ſeeing there'is no Biſhop of Rome found, - who did aſſume , 
or claim thoſe inſolent Epithets before that time> 

3. What difference can be aſſigned berwixt the old Donartiſts and 
the preſent Romaniſts? ſince the former confined the True Church 
of Chriſt to Africa, ( yea, to that Corner of it, which was ex parte 
Donati ) and the Jater ro Rome? 

Ler us ſuppoſe a man to walk as Conformably tothe Precepts 
of the Goſpel , as ever any. of the Sons © f Adam ( Chriſt only ex- 
cepted ) would it not argue the height of uncharitableneſs, ro Damn 
that man in our Imaginations, becauſe he cannot believe the Popes 
Supremacy to be jure divino, for wanr of Divine Revelation , ſince 
the beſt Logician in the World cannot deduce it from any place of 
Scripture, per decimans ſextam Conſequentiam? 5.Be- 
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| 3. Becauſe ſome moderate Proteſtants grant, that he who.is under 
Invincible Ignorance ofche Corruptions of the Koman Church , and 
makes Conſcience to live up to his Light , may:through he infinite 
Mercy of God be ſaved, ( though he live and die in-that Society , _ 
hence ro argue, that its beſt co joyn.in Communion with the Church 
of Rome, wherein ( by conſent of both partics ) Salvation may be had ; 
doth the force of that Argument, in the eyes of ſober perſons 
amount to any more than this , Come oyer to us , for we have leſs 
Charity than ye ? whereas a good Chriſtian ( who underſtands the 
nature of his Holy Religion ) will beready to anſwer, I will rather 
ſtay inthat Church which enjoys molt of that ſupernatural Quality, 
w hich is Eſſential to Chriſtianity, 

6G. Becauſe a man thinks that his Neighbour ( who is of a ſtrong 
natural Conſtitution, highly couragious, and very temperate }) may 
be preſeryed from Death in a Peſthouſe; doth it hence follow, that 
he believes his Neighbour is in as fate a condition , as .he who lives 
ata great diſtance from any danger of Contagion 2 

7. If it bea ſolid Argument to comply with that Tener, wherein 
both parties are agreed, wherfore doth not theChurch of Rome embrace 
the Proteſtant doCtrine of Chriſts Preſence in the Emrhariſt? for all ſober 
Chriſtians in the World acknowledge that He is really preſent, tho in 
a Spiritual & Myſtical manner:To this theRomaniſts have ſuperadded 
their mode of Tranſubſtantiation , and the Inetherians their Conſub- 
ſtantiation ; therefore its {afeſt ro Acquieſce in that whercin all Dil- 
{enting partirs are agreed : the ſame may be urged as to many other 
particulars, even all their Superadditions to the ancient Cr 

It may be farther demanded , if there be any Solidity in this 

Topick, have not the Cerinthiens, the Samoſatenians, the Arians, Eu- 
nomians, Photinians, and Socinians, the better of the Orthodox by that 
way of arguing, fince it is acknowledged bine inde, by all, that Chriſt 
was truely a man, madelike to us in all things, fin only excepted ? but 
the fallacy of this Topick is ſo evident, thar rt is loſt labour to inſiſt 
any more upon ir. ; 

9g. Can it conſiſt with Charity, tocall thoſe Schiſmaticks, who are 
not fugitivi ſed fugati; and to Anathematize them every year ( on 
Manday Thurſday as Hereticks, who believe the whole Scriptures of 
GOD in the ſenſe of the Primitive Church,and who embrace all che 
Creeds of the four general Councils that were firſt in order? | 

10. Did not the leading Party in the Council of Trent ., diſcoycr 
themſclves to be Phyſicians of no'yalue , and Men of no Charity, b 
uſing rheir utmoſt endeayours to perperuare- that deplorable .Breac 
inthe Viſible Church» which 1 account better exprefi'td in he 
wor 
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words of the Hiſtory thereof, LE, 1 409 followeth. This Council de- 

fired and procured by Gadly Men to re-unite the Church, which began to be di« 

vided, bath ſo eſtabliſhed the Schiſm, and made the Parties ſo obſtinate , that 

the Diſcords are irreconcilable: and being managed by Princes for Re formation | 
of Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline, bath cauſed the greateſt deformation that ever was 
fince Chriſtianity did begin ; and boped for by the-Biſhops themſelves , to regain 
the Epiſcopal Authority, ( for the moſt part uſurped by the Pope ) hath made 
them hſe it altogether, bring them int9 much greater Servitude : onthe contrary, 
feared and avoided by the See of Rome ( as a potent means to moderate the Ex- 
orbitant Power vheveef ) monnted' from ſmall beginnings, by divers degrees , to 
an wy eſs, it hath ſo eftabliſhed and the ſamgover that part which res 
MAH! l 8c, , 

LI. Sinceits ovidems from unqueſtionable Records,that the Church 
of Reme (TI mean all of that perſwaſion ) amounts not to- the third 
part of Chriſtendom ( if all the Proceltomts, of wharfocyer. denomi- 
nation, the Greek Church properly fo \ 2998 thaſe Chriſti- 

Hy ans in Aſia and Africs , which are neither *Roman nar Greek 
Communion, to be reckoned'upon) it may be demanded, with what 
| Charity the Romaniſts monopolize to themaſelyes the. Title of the 
Catholick Church ? | 
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